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We have given up a large portion of the present sheet 
to the report of Mr. Pinckney from the select committee 
to whom was referred the memorials praying for the 
abolishment of slavery in the District of Columbia. The 
resolutions which accompanied it, it will be recollected, 


- were passed on the 26th ult. but we have not seen cor- 


rect lists of the yeas and nays on their passage, which 
will also be registered as soon as received. We have, 
however, recorded a curious fact in relation to them, 
which will be found in our abstract of Wednesday’s pro- 
ceeding of the house of representatives. 


We have been compelled to omit, for the want of 
room, a large number of incidents of savage barbarity 
which have transpired on the Georgia and Alabama fron- 
tier since our last publication—but in our next we will 
give the details thata correct history of the war may 
be preserved. By the last accounts the Indians were in- 
creasing in boidness and audacity, and making every pre- 
paration for a determined resistance. The passage of 
the mails through the country occupied by them has been 
completely interrupted, and it has been found necessary 
to send those intended for New Orleans and the adjacent 
country, from Wheeling via the steamboats. 

The accounts from Florida are also gloomy, and re- 
present the savages as still in uncontrolled possession of 
the country. The block house at the Wythlacoochee, 
which was under the command of capt. Hollman, had 
been attacked by the Indians and that officer killed. 

The letters which we publish from generals Scott and 
Clinch exhib‘t the operations of the army up to the latest 
advices, and show any thing but lukewarmness in the 
discharge of the duties committed to them. ‘The officer 
first named does not seem disposed quietly to submit to 
the imputations cast upon him, and his general order of 
the 17th May, in which he retorts upon his accusers, has, 
as might have been expected, created great excitement 
“os Augustine and among the people of Florida gene- 
rally, 

It is a severe trial to the best disciplined mind to rest 
quietly under undeserved censure, though fortified by 
the conviction that justice will ultimately accomplish its 
work. There are many reasons why a public officer 
should not come into collision with the people, whose 
grumblings, when tolerated as a privilege, easily give 
way to the force of truth; but when retorted by sarcasm 
become prejudices that itis difficult for truth itself to 
overcome. Gen. Scott is responsible to his government 
for his conduct, and, though he has felt as a man under 
the censure which has been cast upon him as an officer 
he should not have made up an issue with the people. 
His reputation is too dear to the country to be frittered 
away in a war of recrimnation. 


The bill for the reorganization of the post office de- 
partment, which has been before the house of represen- 


tatives for a long time, finally passed that body on Thurs- |- 


daylast. It comprises forty-five sections, and was designed 
to meet every possible contingency that may arise in the 
administration of the complex affairs of the department. 
It is, however, still considered incomplete, and will pro- 
bably undergo many modifications in the senate. Not 
the least important of its provisions is that reducing the 
rates of postage, which are also made to conform to the 
currency of the country—whereby a material benefit will 
€ conferred on the people, and the business of the nu- 
merous agents of the department greatly simplified. 


_ The bill prohibiting deputy postmasters from receiv- 
ing or transmitting incendiary publications through the 
mail, was ordered to be engrossed in the senate on 
Thursday last by the casting vote of the vice président. 
For the proceedings, see page 236. 
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Tue crors. The excessive drought of the past seae 
son had greatly checked vegetation, and so severely in- 
jured the growing crops that they cannot be recovered 
by the late copious rains. In some sections of the coun- 
try, wheat fields which presented the promise of the 
usual crops early in the spring, will barely return the 
seed; and others have been ploughed up and planted in 
corn. The wealthy and populous counties of Frederick 
and Washingtou,in this state, have suffered severely, 
and many who have sent wheat to market will be com- 
pelled to purchase it for the ordinary consumption of 
their familics. ‘The rye crop is also very bad, and fears 
are entertained of the corn crop, which it is thought 
will be seriously injured by the vast quantity of rain 
that has fallen within the last ten days. 

The Attakapas Banner of the 3d ultimo states that 
the growing sugar crops in that parish promise a greater 
yield than they have done for a number of years past. 

Among the passengers who arrived at New York in 
the ship Philadelphia, on the 29th ult. from London, 
were Mr. Wilkins, late minister of the United States to 
Russia, and James Brooks, esq. editor of the Portland 
Advertiser, whose letters from Europe have afforded so 
much instruction and amusement to his countrymen, 

The governor of Maryland has pardoned the indivi- 
duals imprisoned on account of their agency in the riots 
which took place in Baltimore in August last. -The pe- 
tions invoking the clemency of the executive, were sign- 
ed by a large number of the citizens of Baltimore. 

The whig convention of Georgia have unanimously 
nominated Hugh LL. White as a candidate for the presi- 
dency, and John Tyler as a candidate for the vice presi- 
dency. It also framed an electoral ticket. 

A FRANKLIN Press. We published a paragraph in the 
‘‘ReEGISTER,”’ 21st ult. from a London paper, stating that 
the compositors’ case, at which Franklin worked whilst in 
London still exists as when he left it; and we now see it 
stated in the New York Courier that the editor of that 
paper saw, last summer, in the museum at Providence, 
R. L. the identical rude printing press, complete in all 
its parts, at which Franklin worked while a journeyman 
printer in Philadelphia. The editor of the **Register,” 
many years since, had a press in his possession that for- 
merly belonged to Franklin; and if our memory does 
not deceive us, it formed part of the outfit of Miranda’s 
celebrated expedition, 

Among the distinguished transient visiters who were 
recently, or are now, at Washington, the Intelligencer 
mentions Jeremiah Smith and Harrison Gray Olis, both 
members of congress more than forty years ago; gen, 
Stephen Van Rensselaer (the patroon) of New York; 
judges Woodworth and Jochester, of New York; judge 
Dabney Carr, of Virginia; John Branch, of North Ca- 
rolina, and Edward Colston, formerly members of con- 
eress, &c. Mr. Branch is direct from Tallahassee, 
Florida, and it is stid that he confirms the late ac- 
counts of the Indian depredations. 

Apourrion. At the general conference of the Me- 
thodist Episcopal church, recently held in Cincinnati, 
Ohio, the following resolution was passed: 

<‘Resolved by the delegates of the annual conferences, 
in general conference assembled, That we are entirely 
opposed to modern abolitionism, and wholly disclaim 
any right, wish or intention to interfere with the civil 
and political relation of master and slave, as it exists in 
the slaveholding states of this country.” 

‘The question on this resolution was divided, and the 
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preceding the word ‘and,’ was carried by a vote of 122 
to 14. After which, the latter part of the resolution was 
unanimously adopted.”’ 

Horaisre. The spirit of the first born appears to 
be rife in some sections of our country, and both humanity 
and the law are set at defiance. The following account 
of an ‘‘honorable affair,” from an eye witness, adds 
— to the black catalogue of crimes which have 

ely disgraced the land. 

*sA Spaniard and a Frenchman, who have long been 
accustomed to trapping on the mountains, on arriving at 
this place went out to settle an affair of honor. ‘The 
spot selected for the purpose was an open square in the 
suburbs of the city. When all parties were ready and 
stripped for the occasion, with two large Bowie-kuives, 
uP instrument about twelve inches in length, and an 

neh and a half wide at the hilt, with two edges tapering 
to a sharp point), and the word ‘‘ready”’ was given, both 
rushed to the contest! Aficr parrying these deadly 
weapons, and guarding and plunging some half minute, 
the Frenchman made a strike at the Spaniard, and suc- 
ceeded in cutting open the abdomen, so as to let out all 
the bowels! At the same time the Spaniard plunged his 
knife about ten inches in the breast of his antagonist, 
who immediately yielded up the ghost with a deep 

roan. The Spaniard survived some hours. With me 
the scene created the most wretched feelings of horror; 
but with many of the spectators it served only fora sub- 
ject of discussion, as to which showed the most coolness, 
and parried the thrusts of his antagonist with the most 
skill; in short, which showed the most sleight in killing 
his fellow man.” [ Greene county ( Ohio) Gaz. 


Emigration. The Erie Observer says: The emigra- 
tion westward this season exceeds all bounds of calcula- 
tion. Though we had before estimated, and so stated, 
to our readers, that it would equal that of any two pre= 
vious years, yet we had no conception of the rush that is 
to be witnessed by every steamboat that passes up the 
lake. Though few, if any, could have anticipated so 
early an opening of the navigation as we have experienced, 
and by many it was not thought there would bea passage 
through even at this date, in consequence of which, it is 
sbehebbe, that a great body of those designing to emi- 
grate are not yet on the move, yet nearly every boat that 
goes up, (and there are generally three to five a day), is 
loaded down to the extent of its capacity. In addition 
to these, large numbers go by schooners and other craft, 
while the portion that move by land, is without a prece- 
dent. 


a 


On the 14th and 15th of March a great sale of the wines 
of the duke of Nassau took place at the castle of Eber- 
bach, which yielded 231,905 florins (about £23,000). 
At this sale, which was only made in order to allow the 
wines of the last year and the preceding years to be plac- 
ed in the cellars of the duke—wines of the most exqui- 
site qualities of growths, from 1706 to 1731, were exhi- 
bited. The very old wines were sold at a price compa- 
ratively low, but those of a more recent growth sold very 
dear. A demi piece of the wine Steinberger, of the 

wth of 1823, was sold for the exlorbitant price of 
E135 florins, which makes each bottle, on the spot, cost 
ten or twelve florins, ‘lhe elector of Hesse was the pur- 
chaser. 

A tale of terror! We learn from St. Louis, that 
not long since, a colored man was arrested on board a 
boat, by a deputy sheriff and constable; that another co- 
lored man assisted him to escape from the officers, 
whom they immediately arrested, when he killed the 
sheriff upon the spot, and so badly wounded the consta- 
ble that he was not expected to live. ‘The negro was 
then secured and committed to prison, but the people 
assembled in great force, with the determination of tear- 
ing down the prison, if he was not given up to them. 

e was delivered to the mob, who conveyed him to 
the outskirts of the city, placed a chain round his neck 
and a rope round his body, and fastened him to a tree a 
few feet from the ground, when they then placed fire 
round the tree aa literally roasted him alive! His 
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shrieks, were most awful during the performance of this 
terrific tragedy. 

On the 6th instant a breach occurred in the Erie canal 
near Utica, and during the four days which it required 
to repair it, the boats had accumulated along the breach, 
lying so as to touch one another, through a distance of 
seven miles, extending to Oriskany. 

RETIREMENT OF Mr. Ctay. Understanding that 
Mr. Clay had expressed his determination of retiring 
from public life, the citizens of Boliver, Indiana, recent- 
ly addressed him a letter expressive of their hope that 
he might find it compatible with his private inclinations 
to continue in the councils of the country. The follow- 
ing is an extract from his reply, and will be read with 
interest, as it discloses his designs: Few there are, who 
will not regret the determination expressed in the reply: 

“This is the thirtieth year since I first entered the 
service of the federal government. My labors for the 
public have been various and often arduous. I think 
they give me some title to repose, which I feel to be ne- 
cessary On many accounts. I believe with you that the 
present period in the affairs of our country is eminently 
critical. It requires all the wisdom, the virtue and the 
energy among us to avert impending danger. If I were 
persuaded that, by remaining longer in the public ser- 
vice, IT could materially aid in arresting our downward 
progress, and in communicating additional security to 
civil liberty and our free institutions, I should feel it my 
duty not to quitit. But Iam not sure that my warning 
voice has not been already too often raised. Perhaps 
that of my successors may be listened to with more ef- 
fect. I sincerely hope it may be. 

‘These, gentlemen, are briefly my motives for retire- 
ment. Itis my purpose, if my health will allow me, to 
remain in congress during the present session. I re- 
serve for future consideration whether I shall serve out 
the term for which the legislature of my state did me 
the honor last to elect me; and your wishes will have 
duc weight in any decision | may form. Beyond that 
term, I ean conceive of no probable contingency, which 
would reconcile me to a farther continuance in the se- 
nate. 

‘*T request you, gentlemen, to communicate my grate- 
ful acknowledgments to the citizens of Bolivar, and to 
aceept for yourselves assurances of the esteem and re- 
gard of your friend and obedient servant, 

‘“‘Henny Cray.” 


Force OF MACHINERY. A late English paper relates 
a most disastrous oceurrence which took place at the 
British iron company’s works at Aberyschan. The fly 
wheel, propelling the machinery at the forge is upwards 
of 20 feet diameter, and revolves upwards of 70 times a 
minute: during this velocity, it is supposed that one of 
the cogs of the wheel gave way; the whole of the attach- 
ed wheels, &c. were hurled through the roof into the 
air, upwards of 300 feet, and one piece weighing nearly 
2 tons, descended within 10 feet of the forge, and was 
buried a considerable depth in the ground; fortunately, 
although some persons were within two or three yards 
of the place where this huge mass of iron fell, and near- 
ly one hundred altogether in and about the works, not a 
single person was injured. ‘The damage to the works is 
estimated to be about £5,000. 

ITEMS. 

A riot took place in Chestertown, Cecil eounty, Md. 
on Saturday, the 21st ult. among the laborers employed 
on the Wilmington and Susquehannah rail road, during 
which the proprietor of a house attacked by them dis- 
charged several volleysof fire arms among the assailants, 
by which five persons were killed and eight or ten wound- 
ed. 

New York has also lately been the scene of two or 
three riots, in one of which, a man was so much injured 
that he died in the course of the day. 

A second fine ship, the Julia Palmer, was launched at 
Buffalo on the 16th instant. This is a new fruit of the 
Erie canal, 

A lamentable accident has occurred at Constantinople. 
About 450 persons were engaged in making fire works 
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to celebrate the marriage of the daughter of the sultan, 
when the whole blew up; many persons were killed and 
wounded; eighty persons known to be in the building 
were missing. 3 

A lot of French bricks, brought in the brig Emma, 
from Cherbourg, brought $11 per thousand—they are 
much smaller than those made here. The article is 
very scarce. _ [Charleston Mercury. 

A ‘man trap” in Louisville, Ky. constructed after 
the manner of a three story warehouse, fell down witha 
tremendous crash on the 11th ult. and buried a clerk 
named Frederick Newton, and a negro boy bencath the 
ruins. 

Mr. Kendall, post master general, recently visited 
New York to decide the dispute about the location of the 
post office in that city—and it is stated that he is in favor 
of its present location, viz: up town. 

General Ashley, now a member of congress, has been 
nominated as a candidate for the gubernatorial chair of 
Missouri. 








TWENTY-FOURTH CONGRESS—FIRST SESSION, 
SENATE. 

May 27. After the transaction of some preparatory business, 
the senate took up the bill to increase the marine staff of the 
army, Which wis cousidered and ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading. 

The senate next, on motion of Mr. Benton, took up the ex- 
punging resolution, for the purpose, (as explained by Mr. B.) 
of allowing Mr. Hill to make a speech on the subject, that 
senator being obliged to leave the senate to-morrow. Mr. H. 
then addressed the senate in support of the resolution, and, 
having concluded, at about half past 2 o’clock, the resolution 
was laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. Calhoun, the senate proceeded to consider 
the bill to regulate the deposites of the public money. 

The question being on the amendment of Mr. Wright. 

Mr. Wright modified his amendment in that part which re- 
quires that seven millions shall be always Kept in the treasury, 
by striking out the word ‘‘seven,’’ so as to leave the blank to 
be filled by the senate. 

Mr. Wright then addressed the senate in defence of his pro- 
position. 

After he had concluded, 

Mr. Calhoun moved that the senate adjourn, when 

Mr. Leigh put an inquiry to Mr. Wright, as to the meaning 
of a portion of the language in the 8th section of the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. Porter then suggested the propriety of giving up to- 
morrow to private bills. 

Mr. Calhoun moved that the senate adjourn; which was ne- 
gatived—yeas 13. When, after other business, the senate ad- 
journed. 

May 28. A bill to provide for the increase of the medical 
staff was read a third time and passed. 

Some time was occupied in the consideration of private 
bills, several of which were passed, 

A communication was received and Jaid before the senate, 
from the hon. Isaac Hill, governor elect of New Hampshire, in 
which he tendered the resignation of his seat in the senate. 

The senate then proceeded to the consideration of the bill 
to regulate deposites of the public money. 

After some words from Mr. Wright, in explanation, 

Mr. Calhoun addressed the senate at large in support of his 
own views On the subject. 

Mr. Buchanan followed, in a few remarks; and, 

On motion of Mr. Ewing, the senate adjourned. 

May 30. Mr. Naudain, upon presenting the petition of 120 
citizens of the state of Delaware, praying that the pension 
granted to Caleb P. Bennett as a revolutionary officer, be 
continued to his widow during her life, made the following re- 
marks: 

Mr. Pre : In presenting this petition, I eannot refrain 
from sayi t this presents no ordinary case for the cousi- 
deration of the senate. The late gov. Bennett entered the 
army of the revolution in the year 1776, as an ensign in the 
Delaware regiment; he continued in the service until the end 
of the war. Brandywine, Germantown, Long Island, Mon- 
mouth, Camden, and the well-fought fields of the South, attest 
the gallantry of the distinguished corps to which he belonged. 
Of that corps he was the last surviving officer, and, [ believe, 
the last individual. Yes, sir, of nearly 5,000 men, furnished by 
the gallant little state I have the honor partly to represent on 
this floor, to the army of the revolution, all have been gathered 
to their fathers. The latter years of the veteran Bennett were 
cheered and solaced by the bounty of his country extended to 
him, and not one now remains to enjoy that bounty, extended 
to them by their grateful country, to cheer their declining 
years. 

Among those who received this bounty none can be found 
more worthy than Bennett; none received it with more grati- 
tude, for it enabled him the beuter to provide for his aged wife 
and orphan grandchildren; and their comfort was dear to bim 
a3 the apple of his eye. He has been taken from them, and 














his widow, aged and infirm, and his portionless grandchildren, 
are thrown upon the cold charities of the world without any 
means of support. ; 

Would it not, Mr. President, comport with the honor, the 
dignity, nay, even with the interest of the government, to pro- 
vide for his widow, (for her who was the wife of his youth, the 
companion of his manhood, the nurse of his sicknesses and in- 
firmities, and the solace of his latter days), who devoted his 
best days to your service in the time of your greatest peril? 
Sir, itis the result of the services and sacrifices of such men, 
that we are now enjoying the privileges of an independent na- 
tion. To them we owe all our political liberties. It is by the 
blessing of Providence upon their labors that we are this day 
deliberating upon the high destinies of this people. And in 
these “high and palmy”? days of the republic, when our trea- 
sury is overflowing with money the fruits of their services and 
privations, shall we refuse to snatch from poverty and distress 
the relict of one of those gaHant men to whom we owe every 
thing? Justice and gratitude forbid. Sir, let the poor old 
widow of your time-worn revolutionary officer enjoy, for the 
brief residue of her days, the pension you had extended to her 
husband, and the blessings of those ready to perish will follow 
us for good, and call down the approbation of that God who 
delighteth in charity, upon us and our children. 

The memorial was referred. 

Many private bills were reported and disposed of, after which 
the senate proceeded to consider the special order, being the 
bill to reguiate the deposites of the public money—the question 
being on the amendment of Mr. Wright. Mr. Ewing address- 
ed the senate at some length, when he had concluded Mr. 
Wright suggested that the best course, in his opinion, would be 
to re-refer the whole subject. In the mean time the discussion 
might proceed, so as to put the senate in possession of all the 
ideas of gentlemen in reference to this matter. He thought 
that course would be a saving of time to the senate, and the 
best mode of perfecting the bill. , 

Mr. Calhoun suggested that the bill might be laid on the table 
or postponed, until some senator should be prepared to go On 
with the discussion. Mr. Webster asked to what time it was 
proposed to postpone the discussion. Mr. Calhoun replied, 
until to-morrow, or whenever any senator might be prepared to 
proceed. 

Mr. Walker said he had a few remarks to make, and he might 
as well make them this evening. He accordingly expressed 
his views at some length. 

On motion of Mr. Calhoun, it was agreed that the bill should 
be laid on the table, and taken up again at one o’clock to-mor- 
row. 

On motion of Mr. TVhite, the senate proceeded to the consi- 
deration of executive business; and after remaining some time 
with closed doors, 

The senate adjourned. 

May 31. After the transaction of other business of minor 
importance, on motion of Mr. Clay the senate considered the 
inessage from the house disagreeing to the amendment of the 
senate to the bill to carry into effect the convention with Spain. 

This bill,as itcame from the house, provided for the ap- 
pointment of a board of commissioners for the division and 
distribution of the money obtained under the treaty. The 
senate amended the bill by striking out all the provisions re- 
garding commissioners, and assigning the duties to the attorney 
general. The house disagreed to this amendment, and the 
question now before the senate was on concuring to that disa- 
greement. 

Mr. Clay moved that the senate insist on its amendment, and 
that a committee of conference, to consist of three senators, be 
appointed. ‘The motion was agreed to. 

The senate then proceeded to the consideration of private 
bills, several of which were ordered to be engrossed, among 
them a bill to provide for the payment of the passage of gen. 
Lafayette from France to the United States, in the year 1824, 
and a bill to reward the captors of the Tripolitan frigate, late 
the frigate Philadelphia. 

The following bill on being amended on motion of Mr. Porter 
by striking out the “‘first’? Monday in the beginning of No- 
vember and substituting the *‘third,’’ was ordered to be engross- 
ed—ayes 27. 

‘* Be it enacted, &c. That hereafter the annual meeting of 
congress to be assembled in pursuance of the constitution, shall 
be on the first Monday of November of every year; and that 
the day of adjournment of the first session of every succeeding 
congress shall be the second Monday of May, afier the com- 
mencement of such session, unless congress shall at any such 
session, by joint resolution of both houses, otherwise provide.” 

The senaie proceeded to the consideration of the bill to re- 
gulate the deposites of the public money. Mr. Webster then 
addressed the senate at length; after which Mr. Calhoun, mov- 
ed to refer the bill to a select committee—agreed to. It was 
then, on his motion, ordered to consist of nine senators to be 
chosen by ballot. A ballot was then had and the following mem- 
bers were chosen, viz: Mr. Wright, of N. Y. chairman, Mr. 
Calhoun, of S.C. Mr. Webster, of Mass. Mr. King, of Alab. 
Mr. Buchanan, of Penn. Mr. Shepley, of Maine, Mr. Leigh, of 
Va. Mr. Hendricks, of Indiana, Mr. Ewing, of Ohio.* 





*The Intelligencer of Thursday says—We learn that the 
deliberations of the committee have resulted in the adoption, 
substantially, of the plan proposed by Mr. Webster on Tuesday, 
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Mr. Webster then laid on the table an amendment which he 
had prepared and moved for its printing; which was ordered. 

The rescinding resolution of Mr. White was called up, and on 
his motion was postponed and made the special order for Mon- 
day. 

On motion of Mr. Benton, the special order, [the bill to re- 
charter certain banks in the District of Columbia], was post- 
poned, and the senate proceeded to consider the bill to increase 
the present military establishment of the United States; and, 
after some remarks from Mr. B. it was on motion of Mr. Porter, 
Jaid on the table for the present. 

On motion of Mr. Walker, the senate next proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business, and after remaining for 
soine time with closed doors, adjourned. 

June l. The following messages were received from the 
president of the United States, containing, 

lst. A communication from B. F. Curry, in reply to charges 
made against him by a senator in congress; 

21. A response from Samuel Gwin to certain charges con- 
tained in evidence taken before the committee on public lands, 
in reference to alleged frauds, which charges had been officially 
communicated by the secretary of the treasury to Mr. Gwin. 

Mr. Benton moved to print the last named communication, 
and read an extract from the instructions given by the chairman 
of the committee to those who are commissioned to take depo- 
sitions. 

Mr. Wali asked if these instructions were the act of a com- 
mittee of the senate, or of an individual? 

Mr. Benton read the instructions, signed by ‘*George Poin- 
dexter,”? the chairman. 


Mr. Calhoun moved to refer the communication to the com- 
mittee on public Jands, as the more proper course. 

The motion to refer was opposed by Mr. Ewing, of Ohio, Mr. 
Benton, Mr. King, of Alabama, Mr. Shepley, Mr. Walker and 
Mr. Niles, and supported by Mr. Porter, Mr. Mangum, Mr. 
Calhoun, Mr. Prentiss and Mr. Southard. : 


{ft was said, on the one side, that the instructions given by 
Mr. Poindexter, as chairman of the committee on public lands 
in 1834, to the commissioners appointed to receive evidence in 
relation to frauds committed in the sales of public lands, were 
most arbitrary and outrageous in their character. That the 
senate, in authorising their Committee to proceed in the man- 
mer they did, had placed itself in a wrong position; and by not 
permitting notice to be given those who were supposed to be 
implicated, of the time when and the place where testiomny 
was to be received, they had violated the rights of citizens. 
The investigation was not general in its character, but was 
confined to regizters of land offices and receivers of public 
moneys; some of whom were alluded to by name, as being 
parties in, or privy to, these alleged frauds. [t was but an act 
of justice to Mr. Gwin to print this memorial or defence at 
once, and permit him to clear himself in the eyes of the public 
from the charges which had been made against him. 


It was said, on the other side, that any other course than that 
pursued by the senate would have defeated the object which 
they hadin view. That this body were fully impressed with 
the belief that frauds had been committed in the sales of the 
public lands; and that, in consequence of this belief, they di- 
rected the appropriate committee to make, not an inquiry into 
private character, but a general investigation in relation to the 
question of fraud. Such a course was sanctioned by the policy 
of all governments. That committee did not, because they 
could not, send notice to every individual suppesed to be im- 
plicated. Nor was there any obligation upon them, either 
legal or moral, to take suchastep. They were merely acting 
as a grand jury—acting in complete consonance with every 
principle of criminal jurisprudence. They were making a ge- 
neral inquiry into the state of the land offices; endeavoring to 
ascertain the truth of a fact; and getting evidence before them 
which might afterwards justify the adoption of measures 
against individuals. Inquiry was made for purposes of legisla- 
tion, and for nothing else. It was proper that the whole matter 
should be referred to the committee on public lands, before the 
paper or memorial presented here by Mr. Gwin should be 
printed. Let the expense be what it might, the investigation 





in his amendment for the disposition of the surplus money of 
the government, which amendment was as follows: 

“And be it further enacted, That the money which shall be 
in the treasury of the United States on the first day of January, 
1837, reserving —— millions, shall be divided among the se- 
veral states in proportion to their respective amounts of ponu- 
lation, as ascertained by the last census, and according to the 
provision of the second section of the first article of the con- 
stitution; and the secretary of the treasury shall pay the same 
to such persons as the several states may authorise to receive 
it, in the following proportions, and at the following times, viz: 
one-half on the first day of April, 1837, one-quarter part on the 
first day of July, 1837, and the remaining quarter on the first 
day of October, 1837; and all states which shall receive their 
several proportions according to the provisions of this act, shall 
be taken and understood thereby to pledge the public faith of 
such states to repay the same, or any part thereof, to the 
United States, whenever congress shall require the same to be 
repaid by any act or acts which shall require such payment, 
ratably, and in equal proportion, from all the states which had 
received the same,”? 





ought to be re-opened, that justice might be done to Gwin, to 
the senate, and to a late member of that body—a distinguished, 
bold, and intrepid one—Mr. Poindexter. The senate were ii, 
honor bound to protect the character of their former colleagne, 
if it was deserving of protection. It was due to him that the 
whole matter should be thoroughly re-examined. At present, 
gentlemen assumed the innocence of Gwin, and the guilt of 
the chairman of the committee on public lands in 1834. There 
was matter in this written defence presented by the former im- 
peaching the character of the latter. But had Mr. Poindexter 
received notice of the time and place when and where evi- 
dence was to be taken implicating his reputation? or was it a 
mere ex parte proceeding? If, then, it was so improper on the 
part of the senate to give such extraordinay powers, as they 
had been accused of giving, to one of their Committees, should 
the same body sanction the delegation by the executive of the 
like power to Mr. Gwin? This is an illegitimate mode of rea- 
soning. 

In the course of this debate, Mr. Walker stated that, from 
intelligence received by bim yesterday, he was fearful that Mr, 
Gwin bad gone to another and higher tribunal. He had been 
shot through the lungs in hia late duel; and though his friends 
had induiged the hope of his final and complete recovery, yet a 
second hemorrage had lately taken place, which had undoubt- 
edly resulted in his death. ] 

Mr. Caihoun finally withdrew his motion to refer the mes 
sage, for the present, stating that he never had objected to the 
printing. 

After a few words from Mr. White, Mr. Calhoun moved to 
refer the motion to print and the documents to the committee 
on the judiciary. Mr. Leigh also expressed an opinion in favor 
of referring and printing the documents. Mr. Walker called 
for the yeas and nays on the question. Mr. Porter moved to 
lay the subject on the table—negatived—ayes 15, noes 20. Mr. 
Ewing called for the reading of the papers, but soon after the 
reading was commenced, the senate adjourned, 

June2. After the reception of several reports from commit- 
tees and the consideration of a few resolutions of minor im- 
portance, the senate procecded to consider the bill to authorize 
the purchase of private stock in the Louisville and Portland 
canal, which was amended in several sections—the bill was 
then reported to the senate, the amendments concurred in, and 
the bill ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

On motion of Mr. Caihoun, the senate laid the unfinished bu 
siness of yesterday on the table, and took up the bill prohibit- 
ing deputy postmasters from receiving or transmitting through 
the mail to any state, territory or district, certain papers there- 
in mentioned, the circulation of which, by the laws of said 
state, territory or district, may be prohibited, and for other pur- 
poses. 


Mr. Grundy modified the amendment he had submitted, so 
fur as to restrict the punishment of deputy postmasters who may 
violate the provisions of thie act to simple removal from office. 

Mr. Calhoun then moved to amend the third section of the 
amendment so as to prevent the withdrawal of the prohibit- 
ed papers, and asked for the yeas and nays; which were or- 
dered. The question was then taken, and the motion lost.— 
Ayes 15, noes 15. 

The question then recurred on the motion of Mr. Grundy, on 
which the yeas and nays were ordered. There was some dis- 
cussion on this amendment between Messrs. Morris, Calhoun, 
Grundy, King, of Georgia, and Walker, when 

The amendment offered by Mr. Grundy was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the senate as amended. 

Mr. Calhoun renewed his motion in the senate, and it was 
again lost—yeas 15, nays 15. 

Mr. Morris then asked for the yeas and nays on the engross- 
ment of the bill; and they were ordered. 

The question being taken, it was decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Black, Brown, Buchanan, Calhoun, Cuth- 
bert, Goldsborough, Grundy, King, of Alabama, King, of Geo. 
Moore, Nicholas, Preston, Rives, Robinson, Tallmage, Walker, 
White, Wright—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Clay, Davis, Ewing, of Ill. Ewing, 
of Ohio, Hendricks, Hubbard, Kent, Morris, Niles, Prentis*, 
Ruggles, Shepley, Southard, Swift, TomlinsonggwWall, Web- 
ster—18. 

The vice president then took the chair, and gave the casting 
vote in the affirmative. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed. 

The bills ordered yesterday to be engrossed, were read a 
third time and passed. 

Mr. Kent moved to take up the bill to extend the charters of 
certain banks in the District of Columbia. 

The question being on the third reading, . 

Mr. Benton opposed this motion, and moved to lay the bill 
on the table; which was negatived. c 

Mr. Benton then moved to postpone the bill, and make it the 
order for Saturday. Negatived. 

Mr. Benton next asked the reading of the report, when, 

On motion of Mr. Hubbard, the senate adjourned. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Friday, May 27. On the reading of that part of the journal, 
which stated that Mr. Thompson, of Scuth Carolina, and Mr. 
Wise, *‘declined” to vote upon the first resolution reported by 
the select committee on the subject of petitions and memorials 
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respecting slavery, it was stated that these gentlemen ‘‘refus- 
ed? to vote, and the journal was amended accordingly. 

The journal was subsequently corrected in two other places, 
so as to correspond with the above amendment. — ? 

Mr. Lewis stated to the chair that he had declined voting on 
either of the resolutions, for the reason that he did not think the 
house had any thing to do with the subject of slavery, any more 
than thatof religion, Not wishing, however, to embarrass the 
house or delay its proceedings, he had not made any objectione 
atthetime. He believed that no petitions on the subject ought 
to be received, and, of course, no disposition could be made of 

hem. 
, Mr. Adams submitted the following paper, with the motion 
that it be entered upon the journal of yesterday: 

‘Aud whilst the speaker was pronouncing his decision, Mr. 
Glascock offered to present a paper, in compliance with the re- 
quest made by Mr. Adams, yesterday, which he alleged con- 
tained his reasons for asking to be excused for not voting on 
the day before.”’ 

Mr. Adams asked the yeas and nays on the motion, and they 
were ordered. The question being taken, it was decided in the 
negative—yeas 67, nays 111. Sothe house refused to amend 
the journal. 

The clerk proceeded to read the journal. 

Mr. Granger moved to amend the journal, by stating the fact 
that when he was called upon to vote on the second resolu- 
tion, he refused to vote, and offered to read a paper stating the 
reasons for that refusal, when he was called te order by the 
chair. 

After a very long debate, in which Messrs. 4dams, Granger, 
Parks, Speight, Briggs, Mann, of New York, and E. Whittle- 
sey took pact, 

Mr. Vanderpoel demanded the previous question; which was 
seconded by the house—8&6 to 49, 

The main question was then ordered to be put. 

The question being taken, it was decided in the negative, by 
a vote of 60 to 96. 

So the house refused to amend the journal. 

After the proceedings upon the third resolution had been 
read, Mr. dams asked if hiz name was entered upon the jour- 
nal as one Who had answered to the call of the yeas and nays 
upon that resolution; and, upon being told that it was not, he 
moved to amend the journal by inserting the answer which he 
made at the time his name was called, and which he had sent 
at the time to the chair, in writing, in the following words: “1 
hold the resolution to be a direet violation of the censtitution 
of the United States, of the rules of this house, and of the rights 
of my constituents.’ 


Mr. Adams proceeded to speak in support of the motion. 
The chatr called the gentleman from Massachusetts to order, 
on the ground that his remarks were irrelevant. Mr. Adams 
appeated from this decision, and thereupon asked the yeas and 
nays; which were refused. Mr. Mann, of New York, asked 
the previous question on the appeal; which was seconded— 
ayes 95, noes not counted. The main question, ‘‘Shall the de- 
cision of the chair stand?” having been stated, 

Mr. Wise said, the gentleman from Massachusetts is called 
to order for irrelevancy of remark. He was not able, in conse- 
quence ef the confusion and noisé in the hall, to hear what 
those remarks were. 

The chair again stated the question. Mr. Anthony moved to 
lay the proceedings on the table, but withdrew it. Mr. Wise 
demanded that the words objected to as irrelevant be put in 
Writing. The chair decided the motion to be out of order, and 
again put the question on the appeal when there appeared 97 in 
the affirmative, and 40 in the negative. 

So the decision of the chair was affirmed. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Adams to 
amend the journal, it was decided in the affirmative, without a 
count. 

The clerk proceeded to read the journal. 

Mr. Adams asked the favor of the house that it he stated on 
the journal that his name was called, he was present, rose in 
his place and answered, but did not vote. He had demanded 
as aright that this answer should be placed on the journal, 
there to stand to the latest posterity. The house having 
thought proper to refuse this, he now asked the minor favor to 
have the fact stated, that he was present and did answer. If 
this statement did not appear on the journal, it would not be a 
true record of the proceedings of this house. 

After some remarks from Messrs. Adams, Anthony, Taliafer- 
v9, Hamer, Wise, Dromgoole and Vanderpoel, 

Mr. Vanderpoel moved the previous question, which was se- 
conded by the house, and the main question was ordered to be 
put. Mr, Adams demanded the yeas and nays, and they were 
Ordered. 

The question being taken, it was decided in the negative— 
yeas 55, nays 117. 

So the house refused to amend the journal. 

(The questions involved in the desultory discussion which 
took place upon the motions to excuse members were of con- 
siderable interest, and may be stated, not exactly in the order 
‘Nn which they were alluded to, but as they naturally seem to 
‘rise. In the first place, it was questioned whether the house 
had power to compel a member to vote, notwithstanding the 
“8th rule of the house—*‘iivery member who shall be in the 
house when the question is put, shall give his vote, unless the 





house, for special reasons, shall excuse bim.’’ No case was 





cited, except in the instance of Mr. J. Q. Adams, who, in 1832, 
asked to be excused from veting on the resolution that Mr. 
Stanberry, of Ohio, had used words committing an indignity 
both to the speaker and to the house, and merited the censure 
of the house. Upon the vote passing the resolution, Mr. Adams 


‘asked to be excused from voting, and sent his reasons in writ- 


ing, which were read by the clerk, and inserted on the jour- 
nal. The house refused to excuse Mr. Adams, and, upon a se- 
cond call of hia name, he said, ‘I decline to answeg.?? A mo- 
tion was then made to reconsider the vote by whit 1e house 
refused to excuse him; which was negatived. By direction of 
the speaker, Mr. Adams’ name was called a third time, when 
he made no answer. Resolutions were then offered to the 
effect that Mr. Adams had committed a breach of a rule of the 
house, and asking for the appointment of a committee to report 
what ought to be done in the case: and these resolutions were 
subsequently laid on the table, so that no decision upon the 
power of the house was had in that case. Two points referred 
to were: Ist. That the consideration of the question of excus- 
ing a member, or compelling him to vote, was to be postponed 
til after the roll had been called; and, 2d, that the declaration of 
the vote of the house could not be arrested by the refusal to vote, 
or by the consideration of that question by the house. These 
two points were decided by the chair to be established by that 
precedent; and as much debate as the call to order would allow 
was had upon them. It was urged that the rule required spe- 
cia! reasons to be assigned, in order that the member should be 
excused; and that the member had a right to have those rea- 
sons given and entered upon the journal; a right which was de- 
nied, as was alleged, by the decision of the first point mention- 
ed. It was denicd that a declaration of a vote could be made, 
or that any decision had been made.by the house, so long asa 
member was present, declining to vote, and was not either com- 
pelied to vote under the rule, or excused by a vote of the house. 
It was further said, that by postponing the question, without 
excusing or compelling, and by declaring the vote as decided, 
the subject was gone from the possession of the house, and 
there was nothing fora member to vote upon: wherefoure it 
would be impossible to act upon the excuse or refusal, so as to 
compel a member to vote, for members must either vote or be 
excused, while the question was pending. 

To this it was replied, that, under the previous question, while 
taking the vote, no reasons could be received or discussed or 
acted upon; and that the contrary practice might prevent any 
question from being decided, for a member might refuse to vote, 
and upon a motion to excuse him, another might refuse, and so 
on, so that no question could be taken onthe main question. It 
was decided by the chair, who was sustained by the house, 
that this construction was correct, and in accordaace with the 
precedent. 

The result was, that some of the motione to be excused, and 
some of the attempts to offer reasons, were omitted to be stated 
on the journal; and four hours of the morning were occupied in 
efforts and arguments to amend the journal, so as to supply that 
deficiency; but the motions were nearly all rejected; and no 
decision in this instance has been had upon the power of the 
house to compel a member to vote, or upon the mode by which 
ihe rule could be enfurced.] 

The clerk proceeded to read the journal. Mr. Lewis moved 
to insert the following in the journal; which was agreed to: 

‘‘Mr. Lewis rose in his seat, and stated that he should decline 
to vote on any of the resolutions.”? 

The clerk then proceeded to read the journal, and concluded 
the reading at ha'f past one o’clock. 

The chair presented two communications from the president 
of the United States, transmitting reports from the secretary of 
war, in answer to the resolution of the house calling for infor- 
mation in relation to the Seminole war; which were referred to 
the committee on Indian affairs. 

The house then resumed the consideration of the “bill to 
change the organization of the post office department, and to 
provide more effectually for the settlement of the accounts 
thereof,?? which occupied it till the hour of adjournment. 

Saturday, May 28. Mr. Howard, from the committee on fo- 
reign relations, reported the following resolution; which was 
laid on the table on motion of Mr. Whittlesey. 

Resolved, That the house will, on Saturday nextat 11 o’clock, 
proceed to the consideration of bill No. 611, entitled a bill an- 
ticipating the payment of the indemnities accruing to citizens 
of the United States under the convention with France of the 
4th July, 1831, and that of the Two Sicilies of Oct. 14, 1832, and 
that it shall take precedence at such hour of all the other busi- 
ness of the house. 

On motion of Mr. Cambreleng the rules were suspended for 
the purpose of taking up the motian to print 2,000 copies of the 
annual statement of the commerce and navigation of the Unit- 
ed States—which motion was amended so as to make the num- 
ber of copies 10,000, and agreed to. 

The house refused to suspend the rules for the purpose of 
taking up the resolution making the bill to regulate the deposite 
of the public money in certain local banks the special order of 
the day fora certain day—but agreed, on motion of Mr. Bell, 
to suspend them to enable him to reportthe Indian appropria- 
tion bill, from the committee on Indian affairs, Mr. Reli then 
reported the bill and amendments, which were cominitied to 
the committee of the whole on the state of the union. Mr. B, 
next moved to suspend the rules in order to proeced to the con- 
sideration of the bill. Lost. 
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On motion of Mr. Whittlesey the house proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the orders of the day, which wére private bills, 
anid after some time spent therein, the house adjourned. 

Monday, May 30. ‘I'he house refused to consider a resolu- 
tion, offered by Mr. Heister, fixing a day for the adjournment 
of congress. 

The house also refused to cuspend the rules to enable Messrs. 
Storer and Harper to present memorials from citizens of Cin- 
cinnati a hiladelphia, respectively, praying congress to re- 

nize th independence of Texus. 
remainder of the session was occupied in the considera- 
tion of some unimportant motions and appeals from the deci- 
sion of the chair; after a decision was had, the house adjourned. 
» May 31. The resolution from the committee of 
ways and means selling apart a certain day for the considera- 
tion of the bill regulating the deposites of the public money in 
certain banks, was taken up as the order of the day, and. post- 
poned until to-morrow week. 
fler some private and local business had been disposed of, 
Mr. Lane, from the committee for the District of Columbia, 
made a report on the subject of imprisonment for debt, accom- 
ied by the following resolution, which lies one day: 

Resolved, That the secretary of state be requested to asecr- 
tain and report to this house the number of persons imprison- 
ed for debt since 1520, in the District of Columbia; the times 
during Which they were imprisoned; the amounts of their re- 
spective debts; the portions thereof paid in consequence of their 
imprisonment; the expenses to creditors of maintenance, &c. 
with such other facts as to allegations of fraud, age, sex, and 
condition of the parties as can be conveniently procured. 

Mr. Boon, from the committee on public lands, reported a 
bill to amend an act granting lands to certain exiles from Po- 
Jand—but before it was disposed of the house proceeded to the 
orders of the day and took up the bill to change the organiza- 
tion of the post office department, &c. The bill occasioned a 
protracted and desultory debate, during which various amend- 
ments were proposed—several of which were adopted and 
others rejected; but as it is our intention to insert the bill when 
passed, it is not necessary to notice them at present. Finally, 
pending an amendment relating to thé salaries of clerks of the 
department, the house adjourned. 

ednesday, June l. ‘I'he message of the senate asking a eon- 
ference on the disagreement of the two houses on the senate’s 
amendment of the bill to carry into effect the convention with 
Spain, was taken up; when, 

On motion of Mr. .4dams, the house insisted on their disagice- 
ment to the senate’s amendment, and agreed to appoint a com- 
mittee of conference on their part. 

After several resolutions had been received and referred, and 
an ineffectual attempt of Mr. Heister to induce the house to 
suspend the rules to take up the joint resolution from the se- 
nate, proposing to fix upon a day for the adjournment of con- 
gress, Mr. Hunt asked leave of the house to make a statement 
on a subject in which he was personally concerned, and which 
was of deep and vital importance to this country. 

Objections being made, 

Mr. Hunt moved the suspension of the rules, for the purpose 
indicated. He held in his hand, he said, a decument which he 
had fuund on his table, since he came into the house this moru- 
ing, and to which he wished to call the attention of the louse. 

[Cries of *‘order.?’} 

The speaker put the question on the suspension of the rules; 
when, by the sound, it seemed to be lost. Before the result 
was announced, the yeas and nays were called for and refused. 

Mr. Hardin asked if it was in order to amend the motion, so 
as to allow him to make an explanation. He had been repre- 
sented, in a document now on the tables of members, as baving 
voted fur the emancipation of slaves in the states, which was 
utterly false. 


Mr. Patton stated that no member of the house, after know- 
ing the object of the request, would refuse it. The tables of 
the house had been covered with copies of a document, which 
members were unwarily circulating, containing foul misrepre- 
sentations of the course of members of this house on a most 
important question. 

r. Claidorne corroborated the statement of Mr. Patton, and 
urged the house to give Mr. Hunt an opportunity to explain, 
&c. He concluded with a motion to suspend the rules—yeas 
140, nays 36. Leave having been granted, Mr. H. proceeded to 
explain, and said—After taking my seat this morning, and after 
the business of the house had commenced, my attention was 
accidentally called to a publication from the office of ihe Globe 
in a pamphlet form, purporting to be the “treport of the select 
committee upon the subject of slavery in the District of Columbia, 
made by hon. H. L. Pinckney, to the house of representatives, 
May 18, 1836. ‘To which is appended the votes in the house of 
representatives upon the several resolutions with which the 
report concludes.”? The first resolution is in the following 
words, viz: ‘Resolved, That congress possesses no constitn- 
tional authority to interfere in any way with the institution of 
slavery in any of the states of this confederacy;*’ and the pam- 
phiet to which I allude, goes on to say, ‘the following are the 
votes on the resolutions at the conclusion of the report, viz: on 
the first resolution, Nays—Messrs. Adams, H. Allen, Bailey, 
Bell, Bond, Bunch, G. Chambers, Clark, Everett, Granger, 
Graves, Grennell, H. Hall, Hard, Hardin, Harlan, Hazeltine, 
Hoar, Howell, Hunt, Janes, Lawler, Lawrence, L. Lea, Lewis, 
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Pickens, Rencher, Russell, A. H. Shepperd, Stade Sprague, 
Standefer, Steele, Taliaferro, Underwood, Vinton, Whittlesey? 
L. Williams, 8. Williams and Wise—46. 

Now, sir, your journals show that, upon this first resolution, 
there were nine* only in the negative, and that my name stands 
recorded in the affirmative. As regards the rank injustice done 
other gentlemen, it does not, perhaps, behoove me to speak; 
they are abundantly able to protect their own reputations; but 
as regards myself, | pronounce the publication in question to 
be either a gross misrepresentation, or a most palpable and in- 
excusable mistake, &c. When Mr. Hunt had concluded, Mr. 
Underwood asked whether the document had been received by 
order of the house; if so, he should propose a resolution, de- 
claring it to be erroneous in its statements. Some one replied 
in the negative. Mr. 4. H. Shepperd asked whether the clerk 
bad furnished the list of yeas and nays for publication. 

The speaker stated that tle clerk, in reply, had informed him 
that be was not in the habit of furnishing lists to editors, but 
that editors had access to the book of yeas and nays, and took 
the lists fur themselves. 

Mr. Mercer asked to what date the printed journal had been 
brought down. 

‘T'he speaker replied, to the }6th of May. 

Mr. 4. H. Shepperd and Mr. Mercer asked leave to make ex- 
planations on the subject; but it was objected to. 

Mr. Giliett said, if the house*would permit him, he would 
explain this matter; but objections were made. 

Mr. Claiborne said he felt his reputation involved in this sub- 
ject, and he claimed it asa right to make a statement to the 
house. 

[Cries of “leave, leave,” and ‘‘no, no.??} 

Mr. Claiborne moved a suspension of the rulez for the par- 
pose. 

Mr. Mercer moved to amend the motion so as to permit 
Others to make explanations; which motion was, after some 
confused proceedings, agreed to by a vote of 91 to 79. 

Mr. Patton rose, and called the attention of the house to the 
fact that the Globe newspaper recently contained an editoria) 
article making statements equally as gross and false as those 
which had been just brought to the notice of the house. Mr. 
P. was here interrupted by calls to order. The question on the 
motion to suspend the rules was taken by yeas and nays, and 
negatived—yeas 98, nays 8&2; not two-thirds. Mr. Underwood 
asked the consent of the house to offer a resolution directing 
the printer to the house to publish five thousand copies of the 
report on the slavery subject, with the yeas and nays on each 
of the resulutions annexed. Mr. Vunderpoel objected, on the 
ground that it would create a debate. Mr. MeKennan asked 
the gentleman from Kentucky to withdraw the motion, He 
had no idea, he said, of paying the printer for his blunders. 
Mr. Underwood withdrew the proposition. 

Mr. Wise rose simply to request the members who had te- 
ccived these pamplilets to prevent their circulation. 

“Ves,” “certainly,?? was responded from every part of the 
house. ; 

On motion of Mr. Connor, the house then proceeded to the 
orders of the day, and took up the bill to change the organiza- 
tion of the post office department, &c. when, after considera- 
ble discussion on a variety of amendments, the previous ques- 
tion was called and sustained—after which the bill was order- 
ed to be engrossed for third to-morrow. . 

On motion of Mr. Connor, the house then took up the bill 
to establish certain post routes, and concurred in the amend- 
ments made in committee of the whole; and also adopted se- 
veral other amendments proposed by the committee on the post 
office and post roads, and by several members of the house; af- 
ter which the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing. The house then adjourned. 

Thursday, June 2. After two or three ineffectual attempts to 
suspend the rules, and the presentation of several resolutions 0! @ 
private or local nature, the house proceeded to the order of the 
day, it being the engrossed bill to change the organization of the 
post office departinent, and to provide more effectually for the 
settlement of the accounts thereof. It was then read a third 
time, when Mr. Johnson moved to recommit the bill to the 
committee of the whole. This motion gave rise to an animat- 
ed discussion in relation to the compensation allowed by — 
bill to deputy postmasters, clerks, &c. It was finally arrested 
by a call for the previous question, which was sustained. aa 
main question was then put, Shall the bill pass? and carriet 
in the affirmative without a division. : : 

On motion of Mr. Cambreleng, the house resolved itself into 
a committee of the whole house on the state of the union, (Mr. 

Smith in the chair), and took up the “bill making appropria- 
tions for the current expenses of the Indian department, for aa 
dian annuities, and for other similar objects, for the year 1836. 
Several of the amendments were concurred in and others pas® 
ed over for the present—the committee then rose. : 

Mr. Adams asked the consent of the house to take up, at this 
time, the resolution to print 5,000 extra copies of the report 
of the select committee on the subject of slavery. 

A motion was made that the house adjourn. Mr. Adams 
asked the yeas and nays, but they were not granted, and the 
house then adjourned. 





*The gentlemen who voted in the negative upon the first re- 
solution were Messrs. Slade, Potts, Phillips, Jones, Jackso”, 








Lincoln, Lyon, 8. Mason, MeKcnnon, Patton, J. A. Pearce, 


of Mass. Everett, Denny, Clark and Adams. 
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INDIAN WAR IN FLORIDA. 
GEN. CLINCH’S RRRT. i , 
ish the following report of brigadier gen. CLINCH’s 
ae pon from Tune Bay to Fort Drane, which shows 
that the entire cove of the Wythlacouchee was a second Ume 
scoured by the troops, agreeably to the instructions of major 
general Scorr, without, however, discovering any signs of Ln- 
dians, or of tue women and children. : __[ Globe. 
Head quarters, right wing, Florida army, 
Fort Drane, April 27th, 1836. 
‘or general Scott, commanding: 
a ty have the honor to submit the following report of the 
operations of this wing of the army, since marching from ‘Tam- 
pa Bay, in obedience to your order of April llth, No. 28.) 

On the 14th instant, the wing, composed of the following 
force, viz: artillery, 278; dismounted dragoons, 43; 4th infantry, 
202; Augusta volunteers, 139; mounted men, 140; total, 802; 
marched on its return to Fort Cooper, making shorter distances 
than before, in consequence of the increased heat of the 
weather, and the debilitated condition of the horses. All the 
sick, to the number of 80, have been left in hospital at Fort 
Brooke. On the 17th, the fourth day of the march, arrived 
within three miles of Fort Cooper, and halted. On the morn- 
ing of the 18th, despatched some light wagons, escorted by Ma- 
lone’s and Campbell’s companies of mounted men, with in- 
structions to major Cooper to join me. Their escort compa- 
nies had proceeded to within halfa mile of bis position, when, 
as they were passing a hammock, they were fired upon by the 
enemy, and lieutenant Dawson and private Howard severely 
wounded. This information being brought back to me, and 
apprehending that they might have encountered a large body of 
Indians, I sent out the commandant of the right column, col. 
Bankhead, with a battalion of artillery, to reinforce the de- 
tachment. Before his arrival, the enemy had retired. Major 
Cooper joined me in the course of the day. My reasons for 
halting were to give the horses a day’s rest, and because near 
that point the trail, (which) according to my instructions, I 
was to proceed, diverged to the right and rear. 

Major Cooper had been invested by the encmy from the 5th 
until the 17th April. Inthe course of daily skirmishing with 
them, he lost one killed and five wounded. With this you 
will find a copy of his report. His conduct and that of his offi- 
cers and men deserves, and I have no doubt will receive, the 
highest gratitude of their country, as they displayed great cool- 
ness and firmness under the most trying circumstances. Ma- 
jor Cooper estimates the force around him at 250, There 
were probably more, though notin view. 

On the 19th marched; and at the distance of four miles, 


came to the river—followed the course of the river seven miles, | 


and encamped—20ih, continued the march up the river seven 


miles to the Tampa road, at colonel Lindsay’s position, and | 
| without knowing Whether they ran from squaws or warriors, 


encamped, 


The distance from the old Indian town, (my position on the | 


18th) three miles from Fort Cooper, on the trail to Camp 
Chrisholm, to the crossing of the Wythlacoochee, on the ‘Tam- 
pa road, is 18 miles. The course for the first fourteen miles, 
southeast by south, and for the last four, northeast; at the dis- 
tance of three miles above the old [Indian town, the lake Hock- 
lekaha, or range of ponds which we first struck on the 30th 
March, terminated. : 

The approaches toward the river between the ponds, if they 
be ponds, and not a lake, were narrowly searched with a view 
to ascertain whether any access to a position for operations be- 
tween the ponds and the river could be observed. Tam satisfi- 
ed that there is none. The only trail, above the Indian town, 
leads across the river at a point which we discovered to be 
the upper termination of the ponds, by pursuing this trail. The 
course of my route corresponds very nearly with the course 
supposed given to the river by colonel Gadsden, in his draft. 
ae bend of the river is more regularly curved than he has 
made it. 


No ford practicable for wagons could be discovered, although 
there are several well worn trails leading across. I have every 
reason to believe, from the size which we observed in the route, 
that a considerable portion of the enemy inhabit this region of 
country, but in detached parties; and that their last place of 
retreat will be either between the forks of the river, or between 
the ponds and the river, and that the true plan of operations 
against them, will be that first designed by you; that is, by a 
force from Pelaklekaha, a furce aecending by my route, and a 
corresponding One on the north side. The Indians can cross 
the river at various places, with such facility, that no single 
force can proceed against them with any certainty of success. 
{i crossed both branches of the river by the Tampa road, having 
feit with col. Lindsay the 4th infantry, and taken up the 


mounted escort and Nelson’s company; 22d, on this day one of 


the flankers, Bostick, was fired on, as he passed very near a 
hammock. His horse was wounded under him. Prompt pur- 
suit was made, but without success. The Indians retreated 
through the thick undergrowth, too rapidly to be overtaken; 
23d and 24th, continued the march to Fort King, capturing and 
driving along about 200 head of cattle; 25th, after having left a 
supply of ammunition at Fort King, marched to Fort Drane; 


men and horses much exhausted by sickness, and the heat of 


the weather—another day’s march would have occasioned the 
abandoning a part of the train. Fifteen horses and mules died 
ou the road, and eight were turned out, that could not be got 
along by leading. 

















NILES’ REGISTER—JUNE 4, 18836—INDIAN WAR IN FLORIDA. 239 


> 





I must be permitted to express my high approbation of the 
gallant feeling manifested on all occasions, by both officers and 
men, under the most trying circumstances, attendant ou a long 
and fatiguing march, through a country almost unknown to the 
white man, and in charging through swamps and hammocks, 
whenever the track of the enemy was visible; all of which 
they bore without a murmur, and with the greatest firmness. I 
cannot close this communication, without expressing my high 
gratification at being able to say, that not the smallest difficulty 
occurred in the right wing, from the time we left Fort Drane, 
until the return to it, and that the best and kindest feelings ex- 
isted between the different corps composing the wing, and the 
only rivalry who should occupy the post of danger. 

I am sir, with the highest respect and regard, your most obe- 
dient servant, (Signed) 

D. L. CLINCH, brig. gen. U. S. A. 

The following general order has been issued by major general 
Scott, commanding the army of Florida: 

Head quarters, army of Florida, St. Augustine, May 17, 1836. 

The panics which have recently possessed the good people of 
several large districts of this territory are infiaitely humiliating. 

Within a few days, just five Indians penetrated a neighbor- 
hood in the heart of Middle Florida, and committed a murder. 
Instead of giving pursuit, the inhabitants abandoned their plan- 
tations, and fled to Tallahassee. ; 

A similar party had but a few days before thrown the Mica- 
nopy settlement into the utmost confusion. A gang of cow 
stealers adroitly added a report that an immense fresh Indian 
trail had been observed crossing the Tallahassee road, near the 
Santa Fe bridge. The whole country, from Micanopy to Black 
creek, instantly became wild with fear. The daring falsehood 
was immediately exposed by colonel Fitzpatrick and captain 
Shannon, of the army, who happened to pass that way, to- 
gether with the motive of the propagators; but the inhabitants 
could see nothing but an Indian in every bush, and therefure 
continued to fly. 

On this side of the St. John’s, a keen susceptibility of the 
same kind prevails. A small party of the enemy lately ven- 
tured within the settlements. A company of regular foot was 
promptly mounted, sent in pursuit, beat the enemy, and secured 
most of the property the marauders hadtaken. Now, although 
it is known to all cool people that the greater number of the 
party were killed outright, aud that a like fate awaits any body 
of the enemy that may follow, a panic is rife throughout the 
country; the inhabitants are still flying to St. Augustine, and 
from St. Augustine to Georgia and South Carolina. 

It is evident that no general, even with extensive means, can 
cure a disease in the public mind, so general and so degrading, 
without some little effort on the part of the people themselves, 
Thus the planters in the recent case near Tallahassee, who fled 


ought first lo have ascertained that material fact, If they had 
turned upon the enemy, they would have found the case within 
the easy compass of any three or four resolute masters, and half 
as many overseers. This was the simple and manly course. 
‘That adopted was, to fly, to spread the panic, and to throw 
execrations upon the general who has the misfortnne to com- 
mand a handtul of brave troops in the midst of such a popula- 
lion. 

Not a regular company has been sent out of the territory, ex- 
cept, possibly, three from Tampa Bay. Besides a strong garri- 
son there, two companies were directed thence to occupy a 
post on the Suwanee; two are posted at Fort King; five at 
Fort Drane; one (mounted United States dragoons) at Gak- 
lands, six miles off; one at Micanopy; and a twelfth at Garey’s 
ferry. 

‘These forces ought, in the opinion of the commanding gene- 
ral, to give reasonable security to the Alachua and Suwanee 
frontiers, particularly ifone or two companies of mounted men 
ean be obtained to aid the company of dragoons in scouring 
the country between the chain of fixed posts. Measures have 
been taken to encourage the enrolment of mounted men, and it 
is understood that the governor is exerting himself in the same 
way. His excellency will, moreover, to complete the means of 
defence, be requested to hire, on account of the United States, 
at Appalachicola or elsewhere, a suitable steamboat, to cruise 
from the mouth of the Suwanee up that river as far as practi- 
cable. One of the companies, supposed to be already on the 
river, will be instructed to embark, and remain on board the 
boat. 


On this side of the St. John’s, the means of defence, though 
much more limited, are deemed fully adequate, if aided by a 
single company of mounted volunteers; and one, it is hoped, 
will soon present itself fortheservice. Of the five regular com- 
panies, one has already been mounted on horses belonging to 
the wagon train, and in a few days another will be put on horse. 
back by the same means. The commandifg general has no 
power to purchase horses expressly for this purpose. ‘The eom- 
panies on foot will be posted, whilst the mounted will be kept 
constantly in movement; and it may be added that the Tittle 
steamer, called The Essayons, belonging to the United States, 
will be kept daily cruising up and down the St. John’s. 

The post and steamboat on the Suwanee, Fort King, Oak- 
lands, Micanopy and Gary’s ferry, will all be under the imme- 
diate orders of the field officer, major Heiilman, stationed at 
Fort Drahe, and he will communicate freely with the governor 





of the territory. 
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Should the post ordered to be established at Watson’s or 
Dabney’s plantation, on the Suwanee, prove to be unhealthy, 
the commanding officer is anthorised to remove higher up the 
river, in search of a better position, giving the preference to the 
left bank of the stream. 


= Gen 


CAPTURE OF SANTA ANA. 
From the New Orleans Bulletin. 

The following are copies of letters and documents direct from 
Houston’: camp, recei.vd yesterday by the steamer Levant, 
from Natchituches. [The ord¢rs are copies of translations from 
the original Spanish. io 

Sunta Anna to general Philasola. 
Army of operations, codst division under my command. 

Having yesterday had an unfortunate encounter, | have re- 
solved to remain a prisoner of war in the hands of the enemy. 
After having taken every precaution, I therefore hope that your 
¢xcellency will cause the division under the command of gen. 
Parza to countermarch to Bexar, where he will wait for orders. 
Your exceliency will also return to the same place, and order 
general Viesca, with his division, to Guadaloupe Victoria. 1! 
have agreed on an armistic with gen. Houston, ad interim, until 
we can agree upon terms of lasting peace. 

Your excellency will take such measures as may be neces- 
sary for the subsistence of the army, which will remain under 
your command. The money that has arrived at Matamoras, 
and the provisions of the place, and those at Victoria, will be 
subject to orders; also, 20,000 dojlars that may be in the trea- 
sury are to be taken from Bexar. I trust that your excellency 
will, without fail, comply with those dispositions, advising me 
of same by retary of couriers; as, alzo, if any should oppose its 
accomplishment. God and liberty. 

ANTONIO LOPEZ DE SANTA ANA. 

Camp Jacinto, April 22, 1836. 


{copy, No. 2.] 
Army of operations. 
EXCELLENT str: Inasmuch as I have ordered your exceliency 
by official note of this day that you cause the troops to return 
to Bexar and Guadaloupe Victoria, | charge you to instruct the 
commandants of the several divisions not to permit any da- 
mage to be done to the property of the country; hoping that 
these.dizpositions will be punctually complied with. God and 
liberty. ANTONIO LOPEZ DE SANTA ANA, 
San Jacinto, April 22, 1836. 


[ORDER, NO. 3.] 
Army of operations. 
EXCELLENT sir: You will immediately order the military 
cominand at Goliad to put all the prisoners made at Copana at 
liberty, and send them forthwith to San Felippe de Austin, and 
for which purpose your excellency will dictate such orders as 
may be conducent to the object. God and liberty. 
ANTONIO LOPEZ DE SANTA ANA. 
Camp San Jacinto, April 22, 1836. 
War department, head quarters army, 
San Jacinto river, April 26th, 1836. 
Alithe troops on their march from the cast will report at 
head quafters as early as possible, marching by way of Har- 
risburgh for the present—but all turn out. The enemy have 
been biidly defeated, and are retreating precipitately, for the 
purpose of concentrating. One bold push now will drive them 
entirely out of the country, and secure liberty, independence 
and peace, toTexas. Letallturn out. Our standard is a vic- 
torious oae, and waves beautifully under the smiles of a bene- 
ficent Providence. THOS. J. RUSK, sec. at war. 


Copy of a letter from general Samuel Houston. 

San Jacint>, 26th April, 1836. 
Tell our friends all the news, and that we have beaten the 
enemy, killed 630, and taken 570 prisoners. Generals Santa 
Ana and Cos are taken, and three generals slain, Vast amonnt 
of property taken, and about 1,500 stand ofarms, many swords, 
und one nine pound brass cannon. ‘Tell them to come on, and 

let the people plant corn. 
SAMUEL HOUSTON, commander-in-chief. 


—— 8 @ Otenr—— 


OFFICIAL.—FRENCH INDEMNITY. 

The agent of the United States in Paris, having received from 
the government of France the sum of francs 18,486,666 52, on 
account of the indemnity of 25 millions of francs, under the trea- 
ty July, 1831, the amount of which is now in the course of 
transmission to this country, the claimants holding certificates 
from the treasury department are hereby notified that the bank 
of America, in behalf of the United States, and by authority of 
the secretary of the treasury, will advance and pay, on the 15th 
of June next, a proportional part of their respective certificates, 
equal to at least the ratio of 50 cents on the dollar of the above- 
mentioned sum received by the agent in Paris, together with 
the same ratio of the sum there deducted, and to be repaid 
here out of the treasury of the United States, being 1,180,000 
frances. The said certificates must be presented at the bank for 
that purpose, by the parties to whom they shall have been 
issued, or by their legal assignees, or duly constituted attorneys. 


any 


The residue of what has been received in Paris, and of the 
sum deducted there, will be paid out here, soon as the former 
arrives, and the net proceeds of the whole can be ascertained, 

Treasury department, May 25, 1836. 


LAW CASES. 

CIRCULT COURT OF THE U. STATES, DISTRICT OF MARYLAND, 
Before the honorable R. B. Tuney, chief justice, U. S. Heuth, 
district judge. 

The United States, 
v3. Five indictments for forgery and fraud. 

Arthor Dashiell, 

These prosecutions commenced on the 16th, and terminated 
on the 26th May, ultimo. They were founded on the act of 
congress, of the 3rd of March, 1823, which provides for the 
punishment of frauds perpetrated, or attempted to be perpetrat- 
ed on the United States, by the use of forged paperes and for 
the possession Of such papers, with intent thereby to defraud 
the United States. 

The prisoner was proved to have obtained the signature of a 
justice of the peace fur Sumerset county, upon a false pretence, 
to a forged affidavit; and, at another tme, the signature of a 
justice of the peace for Dorchester county, to three blank pa- 
pera, over which were allterwards written by him affidavits 
wholly differeut from what the parties authorised to be sei 
down as their evidence. These papers, in regard te the first, 
he delivered to a respectable counsel in the District of Colum- 
bia, and, in respect to the other three, he transmitted by mai} 
from this district, 10 his Counsel there, and they were a}} pre- 
sented at the office of the secretary of the treasury, in support 
of a claim for the half pay of a certain Jesse Cannon, who serv- 
ed as a lieutenant in the navy of Virginia, during the war of the 
revolution. 

In the progress of the trial on the first indictment, the able 
and ingenious counsel for the prisoner took various legal objec- 
tions, and insisted On numerous points, whieh occasioned a 
wide range of discussion and extended researches into the 
whole criminal code. 

The result was, that some counts were quashed, because the 
forged instrument was not set out in them; one which charged 
the forgery and for variance in the recital of it, in mistaking the 
figures 10 for 18 and in inserting the words “their father and 
their uncle”? for “‘their father and uncle,’ while another was 
sustained, where the word “that”? was put for “‘the,”’ and “*they” 
for **ithy,’? (both required by the sense), the court deeming these 
variances immaterial. Most of the other objections were over- 
ruled. But the court decided against the prosecution, the two 
following points, on which it mainly relied—that the offence 
for uttering as true the forged puper, and the offence of causing 
to be presented such forged paper at the office of the secretary of 
the treasury, having been consummated in the Distriet of Co- 
lumbia, the prisoner could not be convicted of either within 
this district. ‘he facts were, that the forged paper was sent 
from Cambridge in this district, by the prisoner, through the 
mail, to his agent in the District of Columbia, with instructions 
to present it in support of the claim aforesaid, at the proper 
office, and they were accordingly so presented. The district 
attorney also insisted on the fact of a subsequent sale by the 
prisoner of the claim to another party in Somerset county, as 
further evidence in support of the count for uttering as true the 
false paper. 

This indictment being no longer sustainable, as a matter of 
form, a verdict of not guilty was rendered for the prisoner. 

Of the fuur remaining indictments two were drawn on the 
first section of the act of congress, treating the offences as fe- 
lonies, and resembled the first, with the difference of the pa- 
pers charged as forged, uttered, &c.; and the other two were 
drawn on the second section, which provides for punishing as 
a misdemeanor the knowingly having in possession forged pa- 
pers, with intent to defraud the United States. 

The prisoner pleaded guilty to the two last mentioned in- 
dictments; and the district attorney entered a nolle prosequi on 
the two Others. 

A consideration which led the district attorney to enter the 
nolle prosequi on the remaining indictments for felony, was the 
opinion which he held, that they were barred by limitations, by 
a single day, on the day the indictments were found by the 
grand jury; according to a recent decision of the circuit court of 
the U. States, for the eastern distiict of Virginia, in a prosecu- 
tion under this same statute. 

The indictments for misdemeanor came within the limita- 
tions, by one day,in one case, and two days in the other. 
And the indictment first tried was found only two days within 
the limitation. 
The court sentenced the said .4rthur Dashiell to be imprison- 
é in the jail of Baltimore county for two years and six months, 
and to pay a fine of $5, and costs, on each conviction—making 
in all five years imprisonment. 
The court being satisfied of the prisoner’s inability to pay, in- 
flicted merely a nominal fine. 
N. Williams, district attorney, for the United States—W. H. 
Collins and T'. Yates Walsh, council for the prisoner. 

[ Patriot. 
Supreme court. Barent P. Staats vs. John Thompson. This 
was an action brought by B. P. Staats, president of the Albany 








County Medica! society, against John Thompson, a botanic 
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i or practising medicine contrary to the laws of this 
peach seaet produced a patent from the United States to 
nis father, for the exclusive right and use of certain botanic 
medicines, and he as assignee of the patent, claimed a right 
under said patent to practice and prescribe for patients. lhe 
justices court of the city of Albany decided that he, Thompson, 
had no right to practice medicine for fee or reward, unless he 
had a diploma from some regular incorporated medical school 
or society, and fined him the sum of $25, from which deci- 
sion Thompson appealed to the supreme court. The supreme 
court affirmed the decision; consequently botanic physicians 
have no right to recover for services. [Albany Argus. 

+8 © Ore 
NEW YORK LEGISLATURE. 
COMMERCIAL BANK INVESTIGATION. 

The following is the letter of Messrs. Young and Van 
Schaick, resigning their seats in the senate of New York, in 
consequence of the decision of that body in the case of Isaac 
W. Bishop. 

To the president of the senate: 

Sir: The senate, by a resolution of the 20th instant, deter- 
mined that it possessed the power of expulsion. It also pro- 
nounced by another resolution that Isaac W. Bishop, a member 
of this body, had been guilty of moral and official misconduct; 
and by a subsequent vote, on another resolution, it decided that 
it would not expel the said [Isaac W. Bishop. 

It results from the above decisions that Mr. Bishop is autho- 
rised to exercise the functions of senator and the office of judge 
in the court of last resort, during the period for which he was 
elected. Against him as an individual we have never euter- 
tained any hostile feeling and it is our earnest desire that he 
may so cenduct hereafter as to merit the confidence of the 
community, and receive the forgiveness of both God and man. 
But we protest against the position assumed by the senate, that 
we must, at his option, mingle our official labors with his. If 
the fountain of law and of justice contains pollution, who will 
believe that its streams are pure? 

fle is clearly convicted of gross immorality and also aggra- 
vated official misconduct. For the truth of this assertion we 
coufidently appeal to the unbiased judgmént of every intelli- 
gent individual who will carefully examine the testimony. 
But the obvious deduction from the proceedings of the senate 
is, that such conduct does not call for expulsion, nor even 
merit a reprimand; and that moral and official misconduct may 
be ranked among the privileges of a senator of this state. 
Agiinst such positions we strongly protest. 

Having acted together on the committee of investigation, and 
entertaining corresponding views in regard to the soundness 
and importance of the principles contained in the report of that 
committee, we have deemed it proper to unite in this last ex- 
pression of our sentiments, 

Strongly impressed with the belief that the course adopted 
by the senate on this subject, is calculated to relax those moral 
principles which the author of our nature designed as the liga- 
tnents Of society, and which law-givers and judges should ever 
regard and maintain as holy and inviolate, and also to weaken 
the bonds by which alone honorable men can be held together; 
we cannot, under such circumstances, longer retain Our seats, 
and exercise our functions. We therefore hereby severally re- 
sign the office of senator. S YOUNG, 

M. VAN SCHAICK. 





May 22, 1836. 

Mr. Bishop before tendering his resignation narrated the 
manner of his becoming acquainted with Mr. Henry Hone, and 
Stated that the hon. Mr. Van Schaick,a man of honor and 
philanthropy, and who had given large sums as religions and 
Charitable donations, was one of a party at which Mr. Elone 
and others played cards. Through that medium, Mr. B. said, 
he became acquainted with Mr. Hone, and as be had been cen- 
sured for associating with him, he deemed it proper, at this 
time, to explain the origin of that association. Mr. B. then 
sent up his resignation, which was read, as follows: 

T'o the hon. John Tracy, lieutenant governor: 

[ have retained my seat in the senate, only with a view that 
the judgment of my peers might be pronounced upon the 
Charges made against me. My own knewledge that [ had not 
Sullied either my personal honor, or the high station to which I 
had been eatled by my constituents, has enabled me to mect my 
accusers and judges with unblushing confidence as to the result 
Of your deliberations in my case, 

The decision of the senate declaring that I had not been 
found unworthy of a seat, and that I had not done any act de- 
mauding my expulsion, justifies the course [ had marked out 
for myself. 

Surrounded by artful and designing accusers, whose love of 
fin had driven them to fearful extremities for the purpose of 
extoriing money from my apprehensions. They having failed 
in this, f, in the end, forced them to attempt my conviciica by 
the vote of the senate. The political views of some, and the 
Private hostility of others, having been rebuked, makes me 
Willing to deelare that my farther association with the senate is 
aitanend. In tendering my resignation, | am guided solely by 
My own notions of personal-honor, and what | believe to be 
my duty to my constituents of the fourth senate district. I 
‘ucerely hope they may fill my place with one who, under ex- 
isting Circumstances, can better serve them. 

But permit me to say that I believe they will not find a repre- 
Seutalive that will serve them with a truer or more devoted 





heart than I have done. During this investigation, and undef 
the most trying difficulties, 1 ask you, fellow senators, whetlie? 
I have shrunk from any vote which was demanded by the will 
of those I represented? If I have obeyed the will of the peo- 
ple to my personal prejudice, am { not to be believed when I 
assert, as | now do before God and men, that I have been most 
falsely and maliciously assailed, 

‘Ata proper time and occasion I shall expose fully to my con- 
stituents the motives and objects of a corrupt combination to 
destroy me, and that one of my colleagues, Samuel Young, de- 
serves their condemnation as he has deserved and received 
‘the condemnation of the senate.”? I have only to declare in 
conclusion, that with the exception of those who are no longer 
senators, and who assuming the garb of hypocritical purity and 
sanctity, were actuated toward me by motives of malice and 
revenge, [ entertain toward the senate and yourself personally, 
feelings of the greatest kindness and sentiments of the most 
profound respect. 

I do therefore respectfully resign my seat in the senate, 

_ ISAAC W. BISHOP. 

The Albany Journal in speaking of Bishop’s resignation 
says: Much of Mr. Bishop’s statement we know to be wholly 
untrue. The manner in which he says he became acquainted 
with Mr. Hone is notoriously incorrect. Messrs. Bishop and 
Ilone were members of the legislature two years ago, and were 
as weil acquainted then as now. All of that part of his state- 
ment is a miserable fiction. 


THE PUBLIC MONEY. 

The secretary of the treasury reports to the senate that the 
amount of public money in the deposite banks on (or nearest 
to) the Ist May, was $38,496,755. 

We extract from the report of the secretary the following re- 
capitulation of the condition of the thirty-six deposite banks on 
the Ist of May: [ Nat. Int. 

LIABILITIES. 
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Foreign exchange... ....s.seeees 134,483 48 
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—_—_- —_ 


$158,943,419 35% 





—> 8 B Stra 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
In the house of representatives, February 8, 1836. 

Resolved, That all the memorials which have been offer- 
red or may hereafter be presented to this house, praying for 
the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia; and, also 
the resolutions offered by an honorable member from Maine, 
(Mr. Jarvis), with the amendment thereto proposed by an ho- 
norable member from Virginia (Mr. Wise); together with every 
other paper or proposition that may be submitted in relation to 
the subject, be referred to a sclect committee with instructions 
to report: 

That congress possesses no constitutional authority to inter- 
fere, in any way, with the institution of slavery in any of the 
states of this confederacy; and 

That, in the opinion of this house, congress ought nat to in- 
terfere in any way, with slavery in the District of Columbia, 
because it would be a violation of public faith, unwise, impoli- 
tic and dangerous to the union. Assigning such reasons for 
these conclusions as, in the judgment of the committee, may be 
best calcutated to enlighten the public mind, to allay excite- 
ment, to repress agitation, to secure and maintain the just 
rights of the slaveholding states, and of the people of this Dis- 
trict, and to restore harmony and tranquillity among the various 
sections of this union. 

Mr. Pinckney, of South Carolina; Mr. Hamer, of Ohio; Mr. 
Pierce, of New Hampshire; Mr. Hardin, of Kentucky; Mr. Jar- 
vis, of Maine; Mr. Owens, of Georgia; Mr. Muhlenberg, of Penn- 
syivania; Mr. Dromgoole, of Virginia, and Mr. Turvill, of New 
York, were appointed a committeee in pureuance of the reso- 
lution. 

Attest: W. S. FRANKLIN, clerk. 
MR. PINCKNEY’S REPORT. 

The select committee, appointed under the following resolu- 
tion of the house of representatives of the United Stalegeps the 
8th of February, 1836, viz: ‘Resolved, That all the rials 
which have been offered, or may hereafter be presented to 
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this house, praying for the abolition of slavery in the District of 
Columbia; and also the resolutions offered by an honorable 
member from Maine, (Mr. Jarvis), with the amendment there- 
to proposed by an honorable member from Virginia (Mr. Wise); 

ether with every other paper or proposition that may be sub- 
mitted in relation to this subject, be referred to a select com- 
mittee, with instructions to report: That congress possesses no 
constitutional authority to interfere, in any way, with the in- 
stitution of slavery in any of the states of this confederacy; and 
that, in the opinion of this house, congress ought not to inter- 
fere, in any way, with slavery in the District of Columbia, be- 
cause it would be a violation of the public faith, unwise, im- 
politic and dangerous to the union: assigning such reasons for 
these conclusions as, in the judgment of the committee, may 
be best calculated to enlighten the public mind, to allay excite- 
ment, to repress agitation, to secure and maintain the just rights 
of the slaveholding states, and of the people of this District, and 
to restore harmony and tranquillity amongst the various sections 
of this union:’*fespectfully submit the following report, in which 
they have unanimously concurred: 

The subject referred is one of grave import. Your commit- 
tee approach it with a deep sense of its magnitude and absorb- 
ing interest. They have long considered the movements in re- 
lation to this matter as fraught with incalculable evils, not only 
to the slaveholding states, but to every portion of our common 
country. They rejoice, therefore, that the great body of the 
people of the non-slaveholding states have come forward, us 
they have done, in the true spirit of American patriotism, to 
sustain their constitutional obligations to their southern bre- 
thren, and to arrest the disturbance of the public peace. They 
rejoice particularly, that the federal Jegislatnre, acting undera 
deep sense of its responsibility to the nation, has also interpos- 
ed its warning voice, and given a solemn expression of its judg- 
ment upon this exciting subject; and they feel assured, that as 
the representatives have responded to the peopie, so the people 
will firmly and patriotically sustain the position now taken by 
their representatives. 


As moderation is essential to the discovery of truth, your 
committee will carefully abstain from every thing that may 
cause Offence, or inflame excitement, in any section of the 
union. But while they would make every allowance for the 
motives of individuals, where the objects contemplated are 
utterly destructive to society, they cannot too strongly express 
their condemnation of the conduct of the abolitionists, and their 
utter abhorrence of the consequences to which, if persisted in, 
it must inevitably lead. They feel assured that no man, or set 
of men, will be permitted to put the country and the govern- 
ment at defiance, by persevering in machinations which threaten 
to bring the citizens of the different states into collision, and 
to overthrow the whole system of civil society itself, in the 
slaveholding portions of the union. Your committee believe 
that the strength of the agitators has been greatly exaggerated, 
by themselves and others, but whether their number be small 
or great, there can be no doubt-that they have done, and are 
doing, incalculable evil; and every true patriot must be aware 
that a crisis bas now arrived in the political condition of the 
country, in which neutrality would be criminal, and in which 
he must determine between the suppression of abolition, and 
the destruction of the union, and take his stand accordingly, 
for or against his country. 

Your committee have learned with surprise, that the refer- 
ence of this subject has caused dissatisfaction in certain por- 
tions of the south. While they deeply regret this circumstance, 
they beg leave to remark, that it is not only abundantly justified 
by precedent, but in entire accordance with the established 
usage and invariable policy, in relation to matters of this cha- 
yacter; memorials praying for the abolition of slavery in the 
states, or in the District of Columbia, having always been either 
referred or laid upon the table. On the present occasion, the 
subject was referred for the express purpose of having a report 
*‘eaiculated to sustain the just rights of the slaveholding states, 
and of the people of this District,’’ and by allaying excitement, 
and repressing agitation, to insure the future repose and perma- 
nent tranquillity of the country. The house was unwilling, on 
the one side, to invade what was believed to be the right of pe- 
tition, [a right equally dear to every portion of our people, and 
which, it is thought, could not have been denied in this instance, 
without establishing a precedent at least as hazardous to the 
south, as to any other section of the union); and it was desir- 
ous, on the other to accomplish for the south, what could not 
have been effected by refusing io receive the memorials, the 
union of an overwhelming majority, in a solemn and determin- 
ed stand against the views and objects of the applicants. 
Whilst the denial of the right of petition could have produced 
none other than the most mischievous effects, your committee 
are thoroughly satisfied that the course adopted by the house 
will produce a state of public opinion and feeling in the non- 
slaveholding states, eminently favorable to the constitutional 
rights and interest of the slaveholding sections of the union. 

The resolution under which your committee were appointed, 
naturally divides itself into several branches or propositions, 
each of which shall be considered in its order. 

They are instructed to report in the first place— 

That congress possesses no constitutional authority to inter- 
fere in any way with the institution of slavery, in any of the 
states of this confederacy. 

Your committee will merely allude to thie proposition, in 
Obedience to the express direction given them by the house, 





ie, 


and not for the purpose of entering into any argument respect- 
ing it. Unquestionably, if there is any political or constity- 
tional principal, which the people of the United States consider 
as settled beyond all possible dispute or controversy, it is that 
the institution of slavery, as it exists in the states of this confe- 
deracy, is municipal, not national, and that it belongs exciy- 
sively to the states, and can only be affected by state legislation, 
The power to regulate or act upon it, is one of the reserved 
powers of the states; a power which was not only not given, 
nor even intended to be given, by the framers of the constitution, 
to the general government, but which the states expressly and 
carefully guarded and retained to themselves, by that amend- 
ment of that instrument, (article 10), in which it is declared, 
that ‘fall powers not delegated by the constitution to the United 
States, nor prohibited by it to the states, are reserved to the 
states respectively, or to the people.”’ 


The subject of slavery in the states, then, is not an open 
question or matter of debate. The fact that congress possesses 
no authority whatever to legislate respecting it, is one that can 
neither be strengthened by argument, nor made clearer by dis- 
cussion. And your committee consider it most fortunate for 
the peace of the country, that it isso. He is indeed but litte 
acquainted with the human heart, and has derived but little ad- 
vantage from the lessons of history, who can imagine for a 
moment, if he knows any thing of the general character, or 
considers the political and physical strength of the people of 
the south, that even if the power of legislation on this subject 
had been expressly conferred on congress by the constitution, 
it could be exercised against the consent of the states interested, 
without-the certainty of civil war, and the probable dissolution 
ofthe union. The declaration, however, which the house has 
so solemnly and decisively made upon this point, cannot fail, 
as your committee believe, to produce the most beneficial re- 
sults. As the abolitionists care little for emancipation in the 
District, except as the precursor of a far more extended and 
general scheme, the presumption is, that having. now no possi- 
vie hope of governmental interference with the states, and see- 
ing the more than probable consequences of the exercise of 
such a power, if it were possessed, they will discontinue their 
machinations in relation to the Distriet; a consummation de- 
veutly to be wished by every patriot, in every section of the 
union. But be the issue what it may, the house of representa- 
tives has done its duty by placing this solemn declaration upon 
record, It is not only peculiarly proper in itself, considering 
the present state of the abolition question, but, if any justifica- 
tion were necessary, it is amply justified by precedent. In 
1790, (and from that period to the present, the abolitionists 
have steadily aimed at general emancipation), several petitions, 
praying for the abolition of slavery in the states, having been 
presented and referred, the house finaliy adopted a resolution, 
amongst Others, in which it announced to the petitioners, and 
to the country, **that congress has no authority to interfere in 
the emancipation of slaves, or in the treatment of them, in any 
of the states, it remaining with the several states alone to pro- 
vide any regulations therein, which humanity or policy may 
require.”? Upon the whole, your committee consider the in- 
struction given them by the house upon this point, rather as a 
decisive expression of a great fundamental principle of con- 
stitutional law, than asa call upon them to sustain a question- 
able position. They are aware that some members voted 
against the instruction upon this point, under the impression 
that whilst the principle asserted is unquestionable in itself, its 
assertion by the house, in this form, might scem to, imply 
doubt, and to countenance the idea that it is really debateable. 
In this view, the members who thus voted, may be joined per- 
haps by many intelligent and worthy citizens of the slavehold- 
ing states; hut your committee cannot believe that the asser- 
tion, in any form, by the house of representatives, of a principle 
so important, and at the same time of so strong a local bearing, 
and particularly by a vote so nearly approaching unanimity as 
is recorded On its journal in favor of this instruction, can have 
a tendency to weaken that principle, or its binding and para- 
mount influence upon congress and the country in all time to 
come. ‘The precedent above quoted from the congress of 1790 
shows that the house of representatives of that day, so far from 
fearing the effect of such action upon its part, sought to record 
its solemn conviction upon this question of power in themselves, 
and has banded down to us its judgment, in precise accordance 
with ourown. ‘That house was largely, if not entirely, com- 
posed of men of the revolution, and many of its members are 
known to have been also members of the convention which 
formed the federal constitution. Since that period nearly halt 
a century has rolled away, and now that the successors of that 
house, acting under the same consideration, solemnly re-afhim 
the principle laid down by those great and good men, and avow 
it to be not only the settled opinion of this congress, but of the 
great body of the people of the United States, may we not hope, 
and indeed conclude that it will be hereafter deemed a solemn 
and deliberate exposition of the constitution, and that all at- 
tempts in future to violate those sacred compromises, which 
lie at the very foundation of our constitutional compact, or to 
excite apprehension on this subject, will be-effectnally counter 
acted and defeated. Your committee cannot but indulge a 
most confident and animated hope that these good effects wil 
be produced by the present action of the house. 

Your committee are instructed to report, in the second place, 

That, in the opinion of this house, congress ought not to 1 
terfere, in any way, with slavery in the District of Columbia. 









stitu 
men 


of t 
war 
men 


Colt 
Dec 
men 
that 
the : 
the 

nine 
con 
Dist 
tica 
law: 
ed, 

fore 
to it 


tion 
sess 
Dist 
bee: 
incl 
of g 
act 

par 
the 

will 
sior 
whe 
tric 
by | 
tha: 
the 

oft 
wis 
der; 


ces: 
eed 
the 


ral 
con 
the 


not 
tior 
nov 
onl 
tion 
gre 


fror 
sec 
Sta 
in ¢ 
mil 
cep 
Sta 
anc 
sell 
the 
for 
fed 
ein 
Cis: 


rep 
of ; 


ohate & 





of 


” 
ts 
ly 
e. 
T- 
d- 
T- 
le 
ity 
as 
ve 
‘a- 


90 
m 
rd 
8, 
ce 


ire 
ch 
alf 
vat 
ri 
WwW 
he 
pe, 
nn 
at- 
ich 

to 
ol 
en 
vill 


NILES’ REGISTER—JUNE 4, 18836—REPORT ON SLAVERY. 243 


























ee * 

lst. Because it would be a violation of the public faith. 

To obey this instruction of the house in the manner pointed 
out by the resolution, it will be necessary to examine, to some 
extent, the relations between the federal government and the 
District of Columbia; the probable objects of the provision in 
the constitution, authorising the cession of the District to the 
United States; and the consequent expectations which may 
have been rationally entertained by the states that made the 
cession, as to the exercise, by congress, of the powers granted 
to it over the ceded territory. Before entering upon this exa- 
mination, however, it may be well to remark that the powers 
of congress over this District involved in this discussion, are 
wholly independent of, and derived from a source entirely se- 
parate from, the general legislative poweis granted to con- 
gress by the constitution. As the legislature of confederat- 
ed states, the powers of congress are equal, and of universal 
application, throughout all the states, and they were given to 
congress before the cession of the District, and were held and 
exercised independently thereof. This will be made manifest 
by a brief statement of facts. The first congress, under the con- 
stitution, assembled on the 4th of March, 1789, and the govern- 
ment provided for by the constitution was organized on that 
day. The general powers conferred on the different branches 
of the federal government were exercised from that day for- 
ward; and the union of the states, under constitutional govern- 
ment, Was then perfected and put in practical operation. 

The cession from Virginia, of that portion of the District of 
Columbia that belonged to her, was not made until the 3d of 
December of that year—nine months after the federal govern- 
ment had been in operation;* and the cession by Maryland of 
that portion of the District that belonged to her, (and in which 
the seat of government is in fact located), was not made until 
the 39th day of December, 1791,,—more than two years and 
nine months after the existence of the government in its present 
constitutional form. Congress did not in fact, remove to the 
District thus ceded nor did the District thus ceded become prac- 
tically the seat of government until the year 1800; and the 
laws of the states by which, the District was ceded were declar- 
ed, by an act of congress of Pi6th July, 1790,t ‘‘to be in 
force within the District until the removal of the government 
to it, and until congress shall otherwise by law direct.”’ 

It appears, then, that the federal government wast n opera- 
tion under the constitution nearly a year before congress pos- 
sessed any power of local legislation over any portion of the 
District of Columbia, and nearly three years before that power 
became as extensive as the present bounds of the District, or 
included that portion of the ten miles square in which the seat 
of government is in fact located. It also appears, that the first 
act of the federal legislature in reference to its jurisdiction then 
partly acquired, and partly to be acquired, was to provide for 
the continuance, in all their force, and in every particular, 
within the District, of the laws of the states that made the ces- 
sion, until December, 1800; a period of nine years after the time 
when the powers of congress, as a local legislature for the Dis- 
trict, were perfected by the state of Maryland. Nor is this all: 
by the act of 1790 it was declared, as has been already shown, 
that the laws of Maryland and Virginia should be the laws of 
the District, not only “until the ume fixed for the removal 
of the goverument thereto,” but also “until congress shall other- 
wise provide by law.’? No alteration, however, to any consi- 
derable extent has yet been made, and the laws of Virginia and 
Maryland which were in force at the time of their respective, 
cessions, and in force respectively in the portions of the District 
ceeded by each, still continue to be, in almost every particular, 
the local laws of the District of Columbia. 

Such are the relations at present existing between the fede- 
ral government and the District, so far as local legislation is 
concerned, The powers of congress, as the local legislature of 
the District, were derived from the cessions by Virginia and 
Maryland, and the special grant of exclusive legislation, and 
not from the general powers conferred upon it by the constitu- 
tion; and these special and local powers which congress has 
now possessed fur nearly half a century, have been exercised 
only to the extent above described; and, from the best informa- 
tion your committee have been able to obtain, to no other or 
greater extent. 


The right of congress to accept the cession of this territory 
rom the states of Virginia and Maryland, is found in the eighth 
section Of the first article of the constitution of the United 
States, which gives it power “to exercise exclusive legislation 
in alleases whatsoever over such District, not exceeding ten 
miles square, as may by cession of particular states and the ac- 
ceptance of congress, become the seat of government of the U. 
“tates;”? and the purpose for which the cession was to be made 
and received, is declared in the language of the constitution it- 
self, “such District as may become the seat of government of 
the United States.?? The cession, therefore, was to be made 
for this purpose, and for no other; and as regards its use by the 
federal government, the object of this provision evidently was 
simply to authorise congress to accept the grant, and to exer- 
Cise the powers of legislation therein provided for. 

It will be conceded by the committee, for the purpose of this 
report, that the cession was made in conformity with the power 
of congress to receive, and that, therefore, by the cession from 


*Laws District of Columbia, p. 59. 
Laws District of Columbia, p. 64. 
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Virginia and Maryland, congress is in possession of the powers 
which the constitution intended it should possess Over the dis- 
trict intended to be ceded. 

This brings us to the inquiry,as to the probable objects of 
the grant of ‘“‘exclusive legislation in all cases whatsoever,”? 
over the territory which was to constitute the seat of govern- 
ment of the United States. In consulting the commentators 
upon the constitution, it will be found that the old congress en- 
countered inconveniences and even dangers, from holding their 
sessions where state legislatures had exclusive local jurisdic- 
tion, and where state authorities alone were to be depended on 
in matters of police and personal protection. Indeed, an ad- 
journment of that congress from the state of Pennsy!vania to 
New Jersey, for a cause of this description, which oceurred at 
the close of the revolutionary war, no doubt contribated great- 
ly to the introduction of this clause into the constitution of the 
union. The proceedings of the old congress show distinctly, 
that the acquirement of a territory for the seat of the federal 
legislature, over which it should have exclusive or special ju- 
risdiction, was a favorite idea with that body, as early as the 
year 1783, and that it continued up to the time of the formation 
of the constitution. 

Upon this point your committee will only detain the house 
with a few of the resolutions adopted by the old congress that 
go to establish it. On the 7th of October, 1783, a resolution 
was passed, “that buildings for the use of congress be erected on- 
or near the banks of the Delaware,* provided a suitable district 
can be procured on or near the banks of the said river for a fe- 
deral town, and that the right of soil, and exclusive, or such 
other jurisdiction as congress may direct, shall be vested in the 
United States.?? On the 2lst of the same month (October, 
1783), another resolution was passed, preceded by a preamble 
as follows: **Whereas there is reason to expect that the provid- 
ing buildings for-the alternate residence of congress in two 
places will be productive of the most salutary effects, by eecur- 
ing the mutual confidence and affections of the states, Resolved, 
that buildings be provided for the use of congress at or near the 
lower falls of the Potomac,t or Georgetown, provided a suita- 
ble district on the banks of the river can be procured for a fede- 
ral town, and the right of soil, and an exclusive jurisdiction, or 
such other as congress may direct shall be vested in the United 
States.?? 

On the 20th of December, 1784, the old congress passed, 
among others, the following resolutions: 

‘‘ Resolved, That itis expedient that congress proceed to take 
measures for procuring suitable buildings to be erected for their 
accommodation. 

* Resolved, That it is inexpedient for congress, at this time, 
to erect public buildings for their accommodation at more than 
one place.”? 

These resolutions by the continental congress, as to the ex- 
pediency and necessity for a territory for the seat of the federal 
government, over Which it should have peculiar if not exclu- 
sive jurisdiction, are produced to show the origin of the provi- 
sion in the constitution upon that subject, and the object for 
which the acquisition of such a territory was desired. That ob- 
ject, beyond all question was to secure a seat for the federal 
government, where the power of self-protection should be am- 
ple and complete, and where it might be exercised without col- 
lision or conflict with the legislative powers of any of the states, 
so far as its exercise should be required for the great national 
purposes for which the peculiar or exclusive jurisdiction was 
sought to be obtained. The jurisdiction was made exclusive, 
notas your committee believe, and as they think every consi- 
derate citizen will admit, to change the object of the grant of 
the jurisdiction when it should be made, but to secure that ob- 
ject more effectually by making the federal government inde- 
pendent of state interference, and of state protection, within 
the district where it was to be located, and where its delibera- 
tions should be held. 

Had the legislative power of congress over this District not 
been made exclusive, one of the great and wise objects iniend- 
ed to be secured, the prevention of conflict between federal 
and state legislation, would have been necessarily defeated. 
Every statesman will admit the extreme inconvenience and 
danger of granting powers of legislation of the same character, 
and to be exercised within the same territory (powers of loca} 
and municipal legislation), to two distinct and independent le- 
gislative bodies; and the extreme difficalty, if not impossibility, 
of 30 defining the portions of power to be exercised by each, as 
to prevent constant conflict and collision. This must have 
been the result, if any division of the powers of local legisla- 
tion, within the District of Columbia, had been made between 
congress and the states by which the territory was ceded to the 
United States. Congress required all that power which, 
through all time, would be indispensably necessary for its own 
protection, and also to render all the departments of the fede- 
ral government independent of state authority, and entirely de- 
pendent on, and obedient to, the federal legislature, and it 
alone, in all matters of police or municipal legislation. The 
adoption of the federal constitution by the people of the seve- 
ral states with this provision in it, shows that the attainment 
of these objects was considered of paramount importance; and 
hence, in the judgment of your committee, the power in ques- 
tion was made exclusive. 





*Journals of old congress, vol. iv. p, 288, 





{Laws United States, vol. ii. p. 113. 





tJournals of old congress, p. 299. 
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Assuming the correctness of these premises; the next inqui- 
ry is) What expectations were the states by which the District 
was ceded, as well as their sister states, authorised to enter- 
tain as to the exercise by congress of the legislative powers de- 
rived from these cessions? The cessions included not only a 
portion of the territory of those states, but also a portion of 
their citizens. To secure the great national objects intended 
by the cession, the jurisdiction of the states over those citizens, 
as well as over the territory of the District, was transferred to 
the federal legislature. This transfer, from the necessity of 
the case, abridged the rights of the citizens within the territory, 
who had been formerly entitled to vote for their legislators 
and other rulers, by subjecting them to a government compos- 
ed of persons in whose election they were to have no choice. 
Their governance, however, was confided to those entrusted 
withthe common government of all the states; and when we 
ceflect upon the confidence reposed in congress by the states 
that made the transfer, and by the citizens transferred, it ac- 
counts at once forthe readiness with which the cession was 
effected. Still, the question recurs, What expectations might 
reasonably be entertained by the states making the cession, by 
the other states of the confederacy, so far as their interests 
were directly or indirectly involved, and by the citizens thus 
placed under the peculiar care of congress, as to its exercise of 
the powers conferred upon it by this cession of territories fora 
seat of the federal government? 

Your committee have no hesitation to say, in answer to this 
inquiry, that those expectations, by all the parties interested, 
not enly might, but must have been, that congress would exer- 
cise the powers conferred, so far as their exercise should be 
found necessary for the great national objects of the cession, 
with strict reference to the accomplishment of those objects, 
and that all other powers conferred by the cession would be 
exercised with an equally strict reference to the interests and 
welfare of the inhabitants of the District—those citizens of two 
free states who had been made dependent on congress for their 
tocal legislation, for the protection of life, liberty and property 
—rights guarantied by the constitution to all the citizens of the 
confederacy—in order that a seat for the federal government, 
subject ta the exclusive control of congress, might be granted 
to it. If these positions are correci, it follows necessarily that 
the institutions, the customs, the rights, the property, and 
every other incident pertaining to those citizens, and munici- 
pal in its character, which they enjoyed as citizens of the 
states to which they belonged before the cession of the District, 
and which did rot then, and have not yet, interfered with the 
great national rights and privileges intended to be secured by 
the cession, should have been hitherto, and should be in all 
time to come, guarded and preserved with the same paternal 
care and kindness with which the legislatures of the states, to 
which they belonged would have guarded and protected them 
if they had continued to be intrusted to their respective juris- 
dictions. 

Your committee rely confidently upon this as the great rule 
for the faithful action of congress in reference to this subject. 
They feel assured that no rational man will differ with them. 
Two questions, then, remain to be considered, to determine 
whether congress should or should not attempt to interfere 
with slavery in the District of Columbia, viz: 

1. Do the great national objects which were intended to be 
secured to the federal government by the cession of the territo- 
ry require such action on the part of congress? 

Your committee will make no argument upon so plain a pro- 
position. Novo individual within their knowledge, not even the 
most deluded fanatic, has ever asked, or attempted to justify, a 
measure of this description upon such a pretext. ‘The security 
and independence of congress, from the moment of its removal 
to this District to the present hour, have been as perfect as the 
framers of the constitution could have desired. No intimation 
has ever been heard that the existence of slavery in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia has ever produced the slightest danger or in- 
convenience either to the interests or to the officers of the fe- 
deral government within it. Surely, then, congress cannot be 
called upon to interfere with that institution within the Dis- 
trict as one of its duties growing out of the national objects 
connected with the cession; and if such interference is de- 
manded from it, the demand must grow out of its relations to 
the District as a local legislature. This brings the committee 
to the remaining question. 

2. Would the states of Maryland and Virginia, if the cession 
of this territory to the federal government had not been made, 
from any thing which has been shown to congress, be induced 
to interfere with, or abolish, the institution of domestic slavery 
within it? 

At the time of the cession from those states, slavery existed 
in every portion of their territory, in the same degree, and sub- 
ject to the same laws and regulations by which it was autho- 
rised and regulated in the territory ceded to the federal govern- 
ment. Itstill exists in those states, without any material va- 
riation Or modification of their laws respecting it. As those 
states, then, have not abolished it within the territories remain- 
ing under their jurisdiction, is it reasonable to suppose that 
they would have abolished itin the territory comprising the 
District, had they continued to retain their original jurisdiction 
over it? Can any reason whatever be given for the abolition of 
slavery in this particular District, which does not apply with 
equal force to every other slaveholding section of the country? 
Can any cause be shown why the etates of Maryland and Vir- 
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ginia would have abolished, or would now abolish, slavery in 
this District, had it continued to form a part of those states re- 
spectively, which would not have warranted or produced ge- 
neral abolition throughout those states? Most unquestionably 
not! As those states, then, have not abolished slavery in the 
residue of their territory, it is evident that they would not have 
abolished it in the District of Columbia, if it had continued sub- 
ject to their action. It follows conclusively, therefore, that 
congress, as the local legislature of the District, and aeting in- 
dependently of the national considerations connected with its 
powers over it, is bound, for the preservation of the public 
faith, and the rights of all the parties interested, to act upon 
the same reasons, and to exercise the same paternal regard, 
which would have governed the states by which the District 
was ceded to the federal government. And it is unnecessary 
to add, that congress has acted wisely in treating the institu- 
tions found in existence at the time of the cession, as the insti- 
tutions of the people of the District; in continuing their laws 
and customs, as the laws and customs to which they had been 
used, and which should never be altered, or interfered with, 
except where the people themselves may be desirous of a 
change. 


Your committee must go farther, and express their full con- 
viction, that any interference by congress with the private in- 
terestes or rights of the citizens of this District without their 
consent, would be a breach of the faith reposed in the federal 
government by the states that made the cession, and as violent 
an infraction of private rights as it would have been if those 
states themselves, supposing their jurisdiction had remained 
unimipaired over their territory, bad abolished slavery within 
those portions of their respective limits, and had continued its 
existence, upon its present basis, in every other portion of 
them. And surely there is no citizen in any quarter of the 
country, who has the smallest regard for our laws and institu- 
tions, state and national, or for equal justice, and an equality 
of rights and privileges among citizens entitled to it, who 
would attempt to justify such an outrage on the part of those 
states. The question then re the citizens of the District 
desirous of a change the ? Has any request or move 
ment been made by them that would justify an iaterference 
with their private rights on the part of congress? None, what- 
ever! The citizens of the District not only have not solicited 
any action on the part of congress, but it is well known that 
they earnestly deprecate such action, and regard, with ab- 
horrence, the efforts that are made by others, who have no 
interest whatever in the District, to effect it. It is impossible, 
therefore, that any such interference on the part of congress 
could be justified or even palliated, on the ground that it was 
sought or desired by those who are alone interested in the sub- 
ject. If, therefore, congress were to interferé wiih this de- 
scription of property against the consent of the people of the 
District, your committee feel bound to say, that it would be 
as gross a breach of the public faith, and as outrageous an in- 
fraction of private rights,as it would have been if such an 
interference had been committed by the states of which the 
District was formerly a part, supposing that it never had becn 
ceded to the United States. 

Your committee will here anticipate an objection which 
may be urged against this reasoning and these conclusions. 
*They have shown thatthe powers of congress over this District 
divide themselves into two classes, national and local; that 
in reference to the former, the action of congress should be 
governed by the interest of the whole country, so far as they 
are connected with the branches of the federal government 
located within the District; that in reference to the latter, its 
powers are and its action should be, those of a local and muni- 
cipal legislature, extending its paternal care and protection 
over the citizens dependent upon, and subjected to, this branch 
of its authority; that in the exercise of its powers, the safest 
stand in reference to slavery is, what would the states to 
which the Distriet originally belonged, and of which its citi- 
zens Were originally citizens, have done in case their jurisdic- 
tion had never been transferred to congress; and that those 
states would certainly not have interfered with the institution 
of slavery in the District, had the power to doso remained 
with them. The objection anticipated is, that the states in 
question have pursued an unwise policy as to themselves, and 
that their having done so should not have bound congress, as 
the local Jegislature of the District, to asimilar policy in relation 
to its government. To this, however, your committee consider 
it perfectly conclusive to reply, that under our institutions, that 
people is the best governed, which is governed most in ac- 
cordance with its own habits, interests and wishes, that the 
policy hitherto pursued by congress in reference to slavery 
within the District, your committee have every reason to be- 
lieve, has been in perfect conformity with the wishes and in- 
terests of the citizens concerned; and that it will be time 
enough for congress, acting as the local legislature of the 
Diztrict, and in that capacity bound to consult the governed, 
as the regulator of its action, to move in any matter relating (0 
their private interests and rights when they themselves shall 
ask such movement. 

There is another consideration connected with this part of 
the argument, which your committee think worthy of atten- 
tion. It is this: that there is no law in the District prohibiting 
the master from manumitting his slaves, which he may do at 
his own discretion, and without incurring any resposibilily 





whatever. Certain it is that no such law has been passed by 
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congress. The citizens of the District, therefore, have no ne- 
cessity for the aid of congress, should they wish the abolition 
of slavery among them. They have only to exercise an ex- 
isting right, and their wish will be accomplished. Can their 
be more decisive evidence, then, that they do not wish the 
abolition of slavery, than ‘that it continues to exist among 
them? or can any one desire more conclusive proof that any 
attempt by congress to effect this object by the force of law 
would be au interference with the rights of private property, 
against the wishes and consent of those concerned, and for 
none of the purposes for which congress is authorised by the 
constiiution to take private property for public use? 

Hence, your committee believe they have proved, beyond 
the power of contradiction, that an interference by congress with 
slavery in the District of Columbia would be a violation of the 
public faith—of the faith reposed in congress by the states 
which ceded the territory to the federal government, so far 
as the rights and interests of those citizens residing within the 
ceded territory are concerned. 

Your committee will now consider this proposition in re- 
ference to the interests of the states of Maryland and Virginia. 
They were slaveholding states at the time they made their 
cession, and they are so still. They entirely surround this 
District, from which they are only separated upon all sides 
by imaginary lines. ‘They made the cession for the great na- 
tional objects which have been already pointed out, and they 
made it from motives of patriotism alone, and without any 
compensation from the federal government for the surrender 
of jurisdiction over commanding positions in both states. The 
surrender was made for purposes deemed sufficiently important 
by all the original states, to be provided for in the constitution 
of the United States; and it was made in conformity with 
that provision of the constitution. Itis surely unnecessary, 
after this statement of facts, to undertake to show that those 
patriotic states made this cession, fur the purpose of godd to 
the union, and consequently to themselves, and not for pur- 
poses of evil to themselves onsequently to the union, 
and that the government of ited States accepted the 
cession for the same good and@# r evil, purposes. 

If, then, it can be demonstrate@Mhat the abolition of slavery 
in the District of Columbia would produce evil, and not good 
10 the states that made the cession, the conclusion is inevitable 
that such an act on the part of congress would be a violation 
of the faith reposed in it by those states. To all to whom this 
is not perfectly palpable without an argument, the following 
considerations are presented: 

Ithas been already stated that the states of Maryland and 
Virginia surround the District. It has also been showed that, 
in reference to slavery within the District, the relations of 
congress are entirely those of a local legislature, and that its 
action therefore, in this capacity, should be governed by the 
same reasons which would have governed those states them- 
selves in relation to this subject, if their jurisdiction over this 
territory had never been surrendered. Let us suppose, then, 
that this jurisdiction had never been surrendered by Maryland 
and Virginia, and that it was now proposed that they should 
abolish slavery, and relinquish all power of legislation over 
free blacks, within the portions of those states which con- 
stitute the District of Columbia, retaining their respective in- 
stitutions of slavery in all the remaining portions of their 
territory. Who is there that would not be amazed at the folly 
of such an act? Who does not see that sucha step would 
necessarily produce discontent and insurrections in the remain- 
ing portions of those states? 

Who does not perceive that under such circumstance the 
District would constitute at once a neutral ground, upon which 
hosts of free blacks, fugitive slaves and incendiaries, would be 
assembled in the work of general abolitionism; and that from 
such a magazine of evil, every conceivable mischief would be 
spread through the surrounding country, with almost the ra- 
pidity of the movements of the atmosphere? Surely no one can 
doubt the certainty of the consequential evils in the case sup- 
posed. How then can any doubt or deny the dangers in the case 
before us? The territory is the same; it is surrounded by the 
same portions of slaveholding states, and the only difference ia, 
that in the case supposed, the abolition would be the work of 
state authorities, while, in the other, it is sought to accomplish 
it by the authority of congress. The condition of things before 
and after it is done, is the same in both cases, and the opportu- 
nities for mischief, in case the work be accomplished, are equal 
in both. Can it be necessary to say more, to establish the po- 
sition, that any interference with slavery in the District of Co- 
lumbia, on the part of congress, would be a violation of the 
public faith, the faith repozed in congress by those states, and 
without which they never could have been induced to have 
made that cession? 


It only remains under this head to show that congress could 
not interfere with slavery in the District of Columbia, without 
a violation of the public faith, in reference to the slaveholding 
states generally, as Well as to the states of Virginia and Mary- 
land. The provision in the constitution authorising congress 
to accept the cession of a territory for a seat of the federal go- 
vernment, and to exercise exclusive jurisdiction over it, was 
as general and universal as any other provision in that instra- 
ment. In its national objects all the states were equally inter- 
ested, and so far as there was any danger that the powers of 
local legislation conferred on congress might interfere with, or 
injuriously affect, the institutions of the various states, each 













state possessed an interest proportioned to the probable danger 
to itself. As far as your committee know or believe, however, 
no apprehension of an interference on the subject of domestic 
slavery was entertained in any quarter, or expressed by any 
statesinan of the day. An examination of the commentaries 
on the constitution will show that various apprehensions were 
entertained as to the powers conferred on congress, by this 
clause, such as that privileged classes of society might be 
created within the District; that a standing army, dangerous to 
the liberties of the country, might be organized and sustained 
within it, and the like; but not a suggestion can be found that, 
under the local powers to be conferred, any attempt would be 
made to interfere with the private rights of the citizens who 
might be embraced within the District, or to disturb, or change, 
directly, or by consequence, the municipal institutions of the 
states, or that the subject of domestic slavery, as it existed in 
the states, could bein any way involved in the proposed ces- 
sion. At that time, all the states held slaves. Many of them 
have since, by their own independent action, without influence 
or interference from the federal government, or from their 
sister states, effected, in their own time and way, the work of 
emancipation; Others of the original states, remain as they 
Were at the time of the adoption of the constitution, in refer- 
ence to this description of property, and several new members 
have been admitted into the union as slaveholding states. All 
the states which have held, or now hold, slave property, have 
invariably considered the institution as one exclusively subject 
to state authority, and not to be affected, directly or indirectly, 
by federal interference. The practice of the government, as 
well as its theory, has established this doctrine, and the action of 
the states, in retaining or abolishing the institution at pleasure, 
has conformed entirely to this principle—now the subject of 
‘ederal interference has become one of some agitation, and 
congress is solicited to adopt measures in relation to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, which have been shown to be most danger- 
ous and destructive to the security and interests of the two 
slaveholding states by which it was ceded to the federal go- 
vernment., Your committee will not trouble the house to prove 
that any measure of the federal legislature which would have 
this tendency in those two states, would, from the very neces- 
sity of the case and the unity of the interest wherever it 
exists, have the same tendency, measurably,in all the other 
slaveholding members of the union. This position is too plain 
for argument. If, then, all the states were equally interested 
in the national objects for which this territory was ceded as the 
seat of the federal government; if that cession was designed 
by the framers of the constitution, to enure to the benefit of the 
whole confederacy, and was made in furtherance of that de- 
sign, and if congress, contrary to the obvious intent and spirit 
of the cession, shall do an act not required by the national ob- 
jects contemplated by it, but directly repugnant to the interests 
and wishes of the citizens of the ceded territory, and calculat- 
ed to disturb the peace, and endanger the interest, of the slave- 
holding members of the union, such an act must be in viola- 
tion of the public faith; of the faith reposed in congress by the 
states that made the cession, and which would be deeply in- 
jured by such an exercise of power under it, and also of the 
faith reposed in that body by all the states, inasmuch as no in- 
dependent state in the union can be injured in its peace, or its 
rightful interests, by the action of the federal government, with- 
out a corresponding injury to every member of the confederate 
states. 


Your committee have already shown that an interference 
with slavery in the District of Columbia, would involve a 
violation of the public faith, as regards the rightS and interests 
of the citizens thereof. They recur to this topic, however, 
on account of its importance, and for the purpose of putting it 
in another light, and, as they consider, upon unanswerable 
ground. ‘They are aware that, under the constitution,* con- 
gress possesses *‘exclusive legislation’? over the aforesaid Dis- 
trict; but the power of legislation was given to be exercised 
for beneficial purposes only, and cannot, therefore, be ex- 
ercised, consistently with publie faith, for any object that is at 
war with the great principles upon which the government itself 
is founded. ‘The constitution, to be properly understood, must 
be taken us a whole. Wherever a particular power is grant- 
ed, the extent to which it may be carried, can only be inferred 
from other provisions by which it may be regulated or re- 
strained. The constitution, while it confers upon congress 
exclusive legislation within this District, does not, and could 
not, confer unlimited or despotic authority overit. It could 
confer no power contrary to the fundamental principles of the 
constitution itself, and the essential and unalienable rights of 
American citizens. The right to legislate, therefore, (to make 
the constitution consistent with itself),is evidently qualified 
by the provision that “‘no man shall be deprived of life, liberty 
or property, without due process of law,’”’{ and various others 
of a similar character. 

We lay it down asa rule, that no government can do any 
thing directly repugnant to the principles of natural justice and 
of the social compact. It would be totally subversive of all 
the purposes for which government is instituted. Vattel says: 
“The great end of civil society is, whatever constitutes hap- 
piness with the peaceful possession of property.’’ No republi- 
can would tolerate that a man should be punished, by a special 
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statute, for an act not legally punishable at the time of its com- 
mission. No republican could approve any system of legisla- 
tion by which private contracts, lawfully made, should be de- 
clared null and void, or by which the property of an individual, 
lawfully acquired, should be arbitrarily wrested from him by 
the high hand of power. But these great principles are not left 
for their support to the natural feelings of the human heart, or 
the mere general spirit of republican government. They are 
expressly sok pry in the constitution, and they have also 
been recognised, and insisted on, by the supreme court of the 
United States, which lays down the following sound and in- 
controvertible doctrine: ‘‘There are acts which the federal or 
state legislatures cannot, do, without exceeding their authority.” 

There are certain vital principles in our free republican go- 
vernment, which will determine and overrule an apparent and 
flagrant abuse of legislative power; as to authorise manifest 
injustice by positive law; or to take away that security for per- 
sonal liberty or private property, for the protection whereof the 
government was established. An act of the legislature, con- 
trary to the great first principles of the social compact, cannot 
be considered a rightful exercise of legislative authority. The 
obligation of a law, in governments established on express 
compact, and on republican principles, must be determined 
by the nature of the power on which it is founded. A few 
instances will suffice to explain. A law that punished a citizen 
for an innocent action, or that was in violation of an existing 
Jaw; a law that destroys or impairs the obligation of the law- 
ful private contracts of citizens; a law that makes a mana 
judge in his own case; or a law that takes property from A, 
and gives itto B. It is against all reason and justice for a peo- 
ple to entrust a legislature with such powers, and therefore it 
cannot be presumed that they have done it. The legislature 
may enjoin or permit, forbid or punish; they may declare new 
crimes, and establish rules of conduct for future cases; but 
they cannot change innocence into guilt, or punish innocence 
as a crime Or Violate the rights of an antecedent lawful private 
contract, or the rights of private property. ‘T’o maintain that 
our federal or state legislatures possess such powers, even if 
they had not been expressly restrained, would be a political 
heresy, altogether inadmissible in our free republican govern- 
ment.??* Now, every principle here affirmed by the court, ap- 
plies to, and protects, the people of this District, as well as the 
people of the states. The inhabitants of this District are a 





part of the people of the United States. Every right and in- 
terest secured by the constitution to the people of the states, 
is equally secured to the people of the District. Congress can 
therefore do no act affecting property or person, in relation to | 
this District, which it is prohibited to do in relation to the | 
citizens of the states, without a direct violation of the public | 
faith. For instance, it is a well settled constitutional principle, | 


that “‘private property shall not be taken for public use, without | 


just compensation.”? Now, the true meaning of this provision | 
obviously is, that private property shall be taken only for pub- | 
lic use, but shall not be taken, even then, without adequate 
remuneration. 

It is evident, however, in reference to slavery, either that 
the government would use the slaves, or thatit would not. If 
it would use them, then they would not be emancipated; and 
it would be an idle mockery to talk of the freedom of those 
who would only cease to be private, to become public slaves. 
If it would not use them, then how could it be said that they 





were taken for the public use, consistently with the provision 
just recited? But even if they could be taken without refer- 
ence to public use, they could not be taken without just com- 
pensation. It is exceedingly questionable, however, whether 
congress could legally apply the public revenue to such an ob- 
ject, even with the consent of the owners of the slaves. As to 
emancipation without their consent, and without just compen- 
sation, your committee will not stop to consider it. It could 
not bear examination. Honor, humanity, policy, all forbid it. 
It is manifest, then, from all the considerations herein stated, 
(and there are others equally forcible that might be urged) that 
congress could not abolish slavery in the District of Columbia, 
without a violation of the public faith. 

Your committee. will only add one or two reflections upon 
this interesting point. 

What ia the meaning of the declaration adopted by the 
house, in relation to the District of Columbia? Is it not, that 
congress cannot, and will not, do an act which it has solemnly 
prociaimed to involve a violation of the public faith? Does it 
not afford every security to the south which it is in the power 
of the federal government to afford? [sit not tantamount in its 
binding obligation upon the government, to a positive declara- 
tion, that the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia 
would be unconstitutional? Nay,is it not even more efficacious 
in point of fact? Constitutional provisions are matters of con- 
struction. The opinion of one house, upon an abstract contro- 
verted point may be overruled and reversed by another. But 
when congress has solemnly declared that a particular act 
would be a violation of the public faith, is it to be supposed that 
it would ever violate a pledge thus given to the country? Can 
any abolitionist expect it? Need any citizen of a slave state 
fear it? What is public faith but the honor of the government? 
Why are treaties regarded as sacred and inviolable? Why but 
because they involve the pledge, and depend upon the sanctity 
of the national faithr Why are all compacts or promises made 





*Dallas’ rep. vol. 3, p. 388. 
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by governments held to be irrevocably binding? Why, but be- 
cause they cannot break them without committing perfidy, and 
destroying all confidence in their justice and integrity? Surely 
then, your committee may say with the utmost confidence 
(and the sentiments will be ratified by every American heart) 
that the declaration now promulgated in relation to this sub- 
ject, will not be departed from by any succeeding legislature 
except under circumstances (should any such ever arise in the 
progress of our country) in which a departure from it would 
not be regarded by the slaveholding states themselves, as a 
wanton or arbitrary infraction of the public faith! 

Your committee are further instructed to report, that, in the 
opinion of this house, congress ought not to interfere in any 
way with slavery in the District of Columbia— 

2dly. Becase it would be unwise and impolitic! 

It will be palpable to the minds of all, that if the committee 
have succeeded in establishing, as they think they have, that 
any such interference on the part of congress would be a viola- 
tion of the public faith, it would bé a work of supererogation to 
attempt to show, that such an act would be unwise and impo- 
litic: as there may be some, however, who may not agree with 
them in their arguments or conclusions upon that point, they 
feel bound, under the instruction of the house, to offer a few 
suggestions under this head. 

The federal government was the creation of the states of the 
confederacy, and the great objects of its creation and organiza- 
tion ‘*were to form a more perfect union, establish justice, in- 
sure domestic tranquillity and provide for the common defence 
and general welfare.’? 

Apply these principles, then, to an interference by congress 
with slavery in the District of Columbia. Such action, to be 
politic, must be in accordance with some one of those great ob- 
jects; and it will be the duty of the committee, in as concise a 
manner as possible, to show that it would not be in accordance 
with either of them. 

First, then, as to the Dis 

It has already been sho 


itself. 

any interference, unsolicited 
by the inhabitants of the cannot “establish justice,’ 
or promote the cause of j Within it, but directly the re- 
verse. No greater degree of slavery exists here now, than did 
exist when the constitution was adopted, and then the inhabi- 
tants of the District were citizens of the states of Maryland 
and Virginia, and bad a voice in the adoption of that instru- 
ment. Surely their subsequent transfer to the jurisdiction of 







congress, made in conformity with that constitution, could not 


deprive them of the protection to which they were entitled by 
these great leading principles of it. On the contrary, they had 
every right to expect that congress would ‘‘establish justice,” 
as to them, in strict compliance with the great charter under 
which it acted, and by which it is forbidden to interfere with 
the rights of private property, withont their consent, or in any 
way to affect, injuriously, their domestic institutions. Of 
those institutions, slavery was, and is, the most important; and 
any attempt on the part of congress, acting as the local legisla- 
ture of the District, to abolish it, would not only be impolitic, 
but an act of gross injustice and oppression. 

Secondly, as to the states of the union. Here again your 
committee have but to refer to their former remarks, to show 
that the abolition of slavery in the District would not establish 
justice, but work great injustice to the surrounding states in 
particular, and to all the slave states in general, and in a 
degree proportioned to their proximity to the District, and tothe 
influence upon the institution of slavery in the union of such 
action on the part of congress. They have also shown that the 
abolition of slavery here, so far from tending to “ensure do- 
mestic tranquillity,’? would have a direct tendency to produce 
domestic discord and violence, and servile war, in all the 
slaveholding states. As these consequences, then, would fol- 
low such action, in reference to the states, your committee 
need not say, that, instead of providing for “‘the common de- 
fence by it,?? congress would be called upon to provide for the 
*‘common defence,’’ in consequence of it, and to an extent which 
cannot now be foreseen. Seeing, then, that the American 
confederacy was formed for the great objects of providing for 
‘*the common defence and general welfare,’’ it follows, neces- 
sarily that congress is not only restrained from the commission 
of any act by which these objects may be frustrated, but that It 
is bound to sustain and promote them. The same provision 0 
the constitution* which requires it to call out the militia to 
‘‘suppress insurrections,”? unquestionably imposes the corres- 
ponding obligation upon it, to commit no act by which an in- 
surrectionary spirit may be excited. The same provision whieh 
enjoins it on the federal government to ‘‘guaranty to each 
state a republican form of government, and to aid and protect 
each state against domestic violence,’’t evidently implies the 
correlative obligation to take no step of which the direct aU 
inevitable tendency would be to overthrow the state govern- 
ments, and to involve them in wide spread scenes of misery 
and desolation. In one word if it be the duty of congress, 4° 
it most clearly is, to support and preserve the constitution 2” 
the union, then it is manifest, that it is bound to avoid the 
adoption of any legislation which may lead to their destruc- 
tion. Your committee consider these positions too obvious t0 
require argument or illustration. They consider it equally 
manifest, that any attempt to abolish slavery in the District, 





‘Con. art. 1, sec. 8. 
tArt. 4, sec. 4. 
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would necessarily tend to the deplorable consequences to 
which they have adverted. Congress, therefore, is bound, by 
every principle of duty which forbids it to interfere with slave- 
ry in any e states, to abstain from any similar inte: ference 
in the District of Columbia. ’ 

Your committee have already adverted to the evils that 
would necessarily result to the surrounding states and tothe 
slave states generally, from any interference by congress with 
the institution of slavery in the District of Columbia. The na- 
ture and magnitude of those evils, however, require that they 
should be exhibited more fully and distinctly. ‘I'he question is, 
whether slavery ought to be abolished in the District of Colum- 
bia? Now suppose the affirmative of this proposition were sus- 
tained by congress, what would it be but indirect legislation, or 


- gather direct interference, as regards the rights and property of 


the southern states. And can any one imagine that such a 
state of things would be patiently borne! But this is not all; 
nay, it is not half the evil that would follow. Could slavery be 
abolished in the District without leading directly and inevitably 
to insubordination and revolt throughout the south? And can 
any One desire to produce such results? Is there a man who 
has forgotten the history of St. Domingo, or the insurgent 
attempt at Charleston, or the tragical scenes at Southampton! 
or the recent and lamentable occurrences in the states of Lou- 
isiana and Mississippi? or is there an individual who would 
wish them repeated and extended throughout the entire region 
of the south? Why, then, will infatuated individuals persist in 

ressing a scheme, which is not only impracticable, as regards 
the states, but fraught with evil to the very objects it is proposed 
to benefit? True philanthropy would avoid this subject, see- 
ing the distraction it Creates, and the dreadful consequences it 
involves. : 

It would leave it to those whom it most concerns, and who 
alone are competent to actuponit. It would trust to time and 
to the gradual operation of causes which may arise of them- 
selves, but which can neither b oduced nor hastened by fo- 
reign interference, or the p this government. Why, 
then, your committee earn at, why urge a measure 
which is clearly impractica 
slaveholding states have a rig act on, and which has in- 
ereased, and will always increase, the hardships and restraints 
of those for whose imaginary benefit they are waging this crucl 
and fanatical crusade? 

We have said that the scheme of general emancipation is 
impracticable. The slightest reflection must satisfy every can- 
did mind of the truth of this assertion. 

Admitting that the federal government had a right to act upon 
this matter, which it clearly has not, it certainly never could 
achieve such an operation without full compensation to the 
owners. And what would probably be the amount required! 
The aggregate value of all that species of property is not less 
probably than four hundred millions of dollars! And how could 
such an amount be raised? Will the people of this country ever 
consent to the imposition of oppressive taxes, that the proceeds 
may be applied to the purchase of slaves? The idea is prepos- 
terous; and not only that, but it is susceptible of demonstration, 
that even if an annual appropriation of ten millions were ac- 
tually applied to the purchase and transportation of slaves, the 
whole number would not be sensibly diminished at the expira- 
tion of half a century, from the natural growth and multiplica- 
tion of the race. Burthen the treasury as we might, it would 
still be an endless expense and an interminable work. And 
this view of the subject surely is sufficient of itself to prove, 
that of all the schemes ever projected by fanaticism, the idea 
of universal emancipation is the most visionary and impractica- 
ble. 

But even if the scheme were practicable, what would be 
gained by effecting it? Suppose that congress could emancipate 
all the slaves in the union,is sucha result desirable? This 
question is addressed to the sober sense of the people of Ame- 
rica. Would it be politic or advantageous? Would it contri- 
bute to the wealth or grandeur or happiness of our country? 
On the contrary, would it not produce consequences directly 
the reverse? Are not the slaves unfit for freedom; notoriously 
ignorant, servile and depraved? and would any rational man 
have them instantaneously transformed into freemen, with all 
the rights and privileges of American citizens? Are they capa- 
ble of understanding correctly the nature of our government, or 
exercising judiciously a single politica! right or privilege. Nay, 
would they even be capable of earning their own livelihood, or 
rearing their families independently by their own ingenuity and 
industry! What then would follow from their liberation, but 
the most deplorable state of society with which any civilized 
country waz ever cursed? 


How would vice and immorality and licentiousness overrun 
the land? How many jails and penitentiaries, that now seldom 
hold a prisoner, would be crowded to suffocation? How many 
fertile fields, that now yield regular and abundant harvests, 
would lie unoccupied and desolate? How would the foreign 
commerce of the south decline and disappear? How many 
thousands of seamen, of whom southern agriculture is the very 
life, would be driven for support to foreign countries? And 
how large a portion of the federal revenue, derived from foreign 
commodities exchanged for southern products, would be lost 
forever to this government? And, in addition to all this, what 
would be the condition of southern society, were all the slaves 
emancipated? Would the whites consent that the blacks should 
be placed upon a full footing of equality with them? Unques 












elf, which none but the | 





tionably not! Either the one class or the other would be forced 
to emigrate, and, in either case, the whole region of the south 
would be a scene of poverty and ruin. Or, what is still more 
probable, the blacks would every where be driven before the 
whites, as the Indians have been, until they were exterminated 
from the earth. And surely it is unnecessary to remark, that 
decay and desolation could not break down the south, without 
producing a corresponding depression upon the wealth and en- 
terprise of the northern states. And here let us ask, too, what 
would be the condition of the non-slaveholding states, them- 
selves,as regards the blacks? Are they prepared to receive my- 
riads of negroes, and place them upon an equality with the free 
white laborers and mechanics, who constitute their pride and 
strength? Will the new states consent that their territory shall 
be occupied by negroes, instead of the enterprising, intelligent 
and patriotic white population, which is daily seeking their 
borders from other portions of the union? Shall the yeomanry 
of those states be surrounded by thousands of such beings, and 
the white laborer forced into competition and association with 
them? Are they to enjoy the same civil and political privileges 
as the free white citizen of the north and west, and to be admit- 
ted into the social circle as their friends and companions? No- 
liing less than all this will constitute perfect freedom, and the 
principles now maintained by those who advocate emancipa- 
tion would, if carried out, necessarily produce this state of 
things. Yet, who believes that it would be tolerated for a mo- 
ment? Already have laws been passed in several of the non- 
slaveholding states to exclude free blacks from a, settlement 
within their limits, and a prospect of general and immediate 
abolition would compel them, in self-defence to resort to a sye- 
tem of measures much more rigorous and effective than any 
which have yet been adopted. Driven from the south then, the 
black would find no place of refuge in the north; and as before 
remarked, utter extermination would be the probable, if not 
the inevitable, fate of the whole race. Where is the citizen, 
then, that can desire such results? Where the American who 
can contemplate them without emotion? Where the abolition- 
ist that will not pause, in view of the direful consequences of 
his scheme, both to the whites and the blacks, to the north and 
the south, and to the whole union at large? 

Your cummittee deem it their duty to say that, in their opi- 
niou, the people of the south have been very unjustly censured 
in reference to slavery. It is not their purpose, however, to 
defend them. Their character, as men and citizens, needs no 
vindication from us. Wherever it is known it speaks for itself, 
nor would any wantonly traduce it, but those assassins of repu- 
tation, who are also willing to be the destroyers of life. Exag- 
yerated pictures have been drawn of the hardships of the slave, 
and every effort made to malign the south, and to enlist against 
it both the religious and political feeling of the north. Your 
committee cannot too strongly express their unanimous and 
unqualified disapprobation of all such movements. The con- 
stitution, under which we live, was framed by our common an- 
cestors, to preserve the liberty and independence achieved by 
their united efforts in the council and the field. In all our con- 
tests with foreign enemies, the south has exhibited an unwa- 
vering attachment to the common cause, Where is the spot 
of which Americans are prouder than the plains of Yorktown? 
Or, when was Britain more humbled, or America more honor- 
ed, than by the victory of New Orleans! All our history, from 
the revolution down, attests the high and uniform and devoted 
patriotism ofthe south. Her domestic institutions are her own. 
They were brought into the union with her, and secured by the 
compact which makes us one people, and he who would sow 
dissensions among members of the same great political family, 
by assailing the institutions, and impugning the character of the 
citizens of the south, should be regarded as an enemy to the 
peace and prosperity of our common country. 


If there is a feature by which the present age may be said to 
be characterized, it is that sickly sentimentality which, disre- 
garding the pressing claims and wants of its own immediate 
neighborhood or town or state, wastes and dissipates itself in 
visionary, and often very mischievous, enterprises, for the ima- 
ginary benefit of remote communities. True philanthropy, 
rightly understood and properly applied, is one of the purest 
and most enobling principles of our nature; but, misdirected or 
perverted, it degenerates into that fell spirit of fanaticism which 
disregards all ties, and tramples on all obstables however sa- 
cred or venerable, in the relentless prosecution of its horrid 
purposes. Experience proves, however, that, when individu- 
als in one place, mistaking the true character of benevolence, 
rashly undertake, at the imminent hazard of conflict and 
convulsion, to remedy what they are pleased to consider evils 
and distresses in another, it is naturally regarded by those who 
are thus injured, either as a species of madness which may be 
repelled or resisted, as any other madness may, or as manifest- 
ing a feeling of hostility on the one side, which must necessari- 
ly produce corresponding alienation on the other. [tis all impor- 
tant, therefore, that the spirit of abolition, or in other words, of 
illegal and officious interference with the domestic institutions 
of the south, should be arrested and put down; and men of in- 
telligence and influence at the north should endeavor to pro- 
duce thet sound and rational state of public opinion which is 
equally due to the south and to the preservation of the union. 

And this brings your committee to the last position they have 
been instructed to sustain; and that is, that, in the opinion of 
this house, congress ought not to interfere, in any way, with 
slavery in the District of Columbia. 
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Sdly. Because it would be dangerous to the unlony . 

The first great object ent.merated in the constitution, as an 
inducement to its adoption, was to ‘form a more perfect 
union.’* At that time all the states held slaves, to a greater or 
less extent; and slavery in the states was fully recognized and 
provided for, in many particulars, in that instrument itself. It 
was recognized, however, and all the provisions upon the sub- 
ject so regarded it, asa state, and not a national institution. 
At that time, too, as has been befure remarked, the District of 
Columbia constituted an integral part of two of the independent 
states which became parties to the confederacy and to the con- 
stitution itself. Since that time an entire emancipation of 
slaves has taken place in several of the old states; but in all 
cases this has been the work of the states themselves, without 
any interference whatever by the federal government. New 
states have also been admitted into the union, with an in- 
terdiction in their constitutions against involuntary servitude. 
In this way, the slave states have become a minority in repre- 
sentation in the federal legislature. Their interests, however, 
as states,in the institution of domestic slavery, as it exists 
within their limits, have not diminished, nor has their right to 
perfect security under the constitution, in reference to this de- 
scription of property, been in any way, or to any degree, sur- 
rendered Or impaired, sinee the adoption of that instrument by 
themselves and their sister states. 

The operation of causes to a great extent natural, and pro- 
ceeding from climate, soil and consequent production has ren- 
dered slavery a local aud sectional institution, and has thus 
added another to the most alarming apprehensions of patriots 
for the perpetuity of this union—the apprehension of local and 
geographical interests and distinctions. How immensely im- 
portant is it then, that congress should do no act, and assume 
no jurisdiction, in reference to this great interest by which it 
shall ever appear to place itself in the attitude of a local instead 
of a national tribunal—a partial agent, providing for peculiar 
and sectional objects and feelings, instead of a general and pa- 
ternal legislature equally and impartially promoting the general 
welfare of all the states. No one can fail to see that any other 
course on the part of congress, must weaken the confidence of 
the injured states, in the federal authority, and, to the same ex- 
tent, prove ‘‘dangerous to the union.”? 

Since the adoption of the federal constitution, the District of 
Columbia has been ceded to the United States as a seat of the 
federal government; but not only many eminent statesmen of 
the country, but all of the slaveholding states, speaking through 
their legislative assemblies, firmly believe and insist that the 
cession so made has conferred upon congress no constitutional 
power to abolish slavery within the ceded territory. Your 
committee have abstained from an examination of this ques- 
tion, because they were not instructed to discuss it. But they 
have no hesitation to say, that in the view they have taken of 
the whole question the obligations of congress not to act on this 
subject are as fully binding and insuperable as a positive consti- 
tutional interdict, or an Open acknowledgment of want of 
power. 

Considering the subject in this light, your committee have al- 
ready proved, that any interference by congress with the sub- 
ject of slavery, would be evidently calculated to injure the in- 
terests and disturb the peace of the slaveholding states; and if 
they have succeeded in establishing this position, no argument 
is necessary to show, that such consequences, springing from 
the action of congress as the local legislature of the District, 
would eminently endanger the existence of this union. It has 
also been shown, that congress, as the legislature of the union, 
can have no constitutional power over this subject; and that its 
powers, as a local legislature of the District, were granted for 
the mere purpose of rendering its general powers perfect and 
free from conflict and collision with state authorities. It 
has also been shown that these local powers should be so ex- 
ercised as to confer the greatest benefits upon the citizens re- 
— within the District, with the least possible injury to the 
peculiar interest of any state, or the general interests of all the 
states. 

Your committee have also shown, as they think successful- 
ly, that the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia 
would be a deep injury to the citizens of the District, and, 
therefore, a violation cf the trust reposed in congress as the lo- 
cal legislature of the District; and, also, that it would inflict an 
incurable injury upon all the slaveholding states, and would, 
therefore, be an equal violation of the truat reposed in that body 
as the legislature of the union. If, then, they have established 
these positions, as they think they have, can any one doubt 
that the action contemplated would be ‘‘danzerous to the 
union?’ being directly calculated, as it would be, to weaken 
the confidence of the District in congress as a safe and faithful 
local legislature, and the confidence of the slaveholding states 
as an impartial guardian of their interests. 

Important as the union is to each state, and to the whole 
American people, every one will admit that, as far as possible, 
strict impartiality and kind feelings to all the interests and all 
the sections of the country should characterize the action of the 
federal government. The union was formed for the common 
and equal benefit of all the states, and for the perfect and equal 
protection of the rights and interests of all the citizens of all the 
states, Its only strength is in the confidence of the states, and 
of the people, that these great benefits will continue to be se- 
cured to them, and that these great purposes will be accom- 
plished by its preservation. Any action, therefore, on the part 





ne 


of congress, which shall weaken or destroy that confidence in 
any portion of our citizens, or in any staté of the union, must 
inevitably, to that extent, endanger the union itself! Wio can 
doubt this reasoning?g—Who does not know that the agitation 
of any question connected with domestic slavery, as it exists in 
this country, among any portion of our citizens, creates appre- 
hension and excitement in the slaveholding states? Who does 
not know that the agitation of any such question in either 
branch of congress, shakes their confidence in the security of 
their most important interests, and consequently, in the conti- 
nuance to them of those great benefits, to secure which they 
became parties tothe union? Who then does not believe that 
any action by congress, having for its object the abolition of 
slavery in any portion of the union, however narrow or limited 
it may be, would necessarily impair the confidence of the slave- 
holding states in their security in relation to this description of 
property, put an end to all their hope of benefits to be derived 
to them from the further continuance of the union, and alienate 
their affections from it? 


Were congress, in a single instance, to suffer itself to be im- 
pelicd by mere feeling in one portion of the union, to attempt 
a gratification of that feeling at the sacrifice of the dearest in- 
terests and most sacred rights ef another portion, who can 


‘doubt that the union would be seriously endangered, if not de- 


stroyed! But this conclusion does not depend upon reasoning 
alone. The evidences of public sentiment on this point, are 
equally abundant and decisive. Your committee having al- 
ready extended their report beyond the limits td which they 
could have wished to confine it, will enter into no details upon 
this portion of their duty. Suffice it to say that the legislatures 
of several, if not all, the slaveholding states, iave solemnly re- 
solved that ‘congress has no constitutional authority to abolish 
slavery in the District of Columbia.’? 


It would be utterly impossible, therefore, that any such at- 
tempt should be made by congress, without producing an ex- 
citement, and involving ¢ ences, which no patriot can 
contemplate without the 1 ful emotions. It would be 
regarded by the slavehol S$ as an entering wedge toa 
scheme of general emanci né@ therefore, tend to produce 
the same results, in relation to the federal government and the 
union, that would be produced by the adoption of any measure 
directly affecting the domestic institutions of the states them- 
selves. Your committee will not dwell upon the picture that 
is thus presented to their minds. The reflection it excites is 
one of mingled bitterness and horror. It is one, they trust, 
which is never to be realized. 

Looking upon their beloved country, as it now stands, the en- 
vy and admiration of the world, contemplating, as they do, that 
unrivalled constitution, by which a beautious family of confe- 
derated states, each independentin its own separated sphere, 
revolve around a federal head with all the harmony and regula- 
rity of the planetary system; and knowing as they do, that un- 
der the beneficent influence of our free institutions, the people 
of this country enjoy a degree of liberty, prosperity and happi- 
ness, not only unpossessed, and scarcely imagined, by any 
other upon earth; they cannot and will not advert to the hor- 
rors, or depict the consequences of that most awful day, when 
the sun of American freedom shall go down in blood, and no- 
thing remain of this glorious republic but the bleeding, scatter- 
ed and dishonored fragments. It would, indeed, be the extinc- 
tion of the world’s Jast hope and the jubilee of tyranny over all 
the earth! 


But your committee feel, that with these painful impressions 
on their minds, they would but imperfectly discharge their duty 
if they did not make an earnest appeal to the patriotism of the 
American people to sustain the resolution adopted by the house. 
And they would also appeal to the good sense and good feelings 
of that portion of the abolitionists, who, acting under a mista- 
ken sense of moral and religious duty, have embarked in this 
crusade against the south, solemnly invoking them in the name 
of our common country, to abstain from a system of agitation 
which has not only failed, and will always fail, to attain its ob- 
jects, but has even brought the union itself into a state of im- 
minent and fearful peril. 


It is confidently belicved that this appeal will not be made in 
vain, and that hereafter all who truly love their country will 
manifest their patriotism by avoiding this unhappy cause of dis- 
cord and disunion; and that they will make no further exer- 
tions upon a subject, from the continued agitation of which no- 
thing but augmented evils can result. 

Your committee conclude by reporting the following resolu- 
tions, conformably to the instructions given them by the house. 

Resolved, That congress possesses no constitutionat authority 
to interfere, in any way, with the institution of slavery in any 
of the states of this confederacy. 

Resolved, That congress ought not to interfere, in any Way, 
with slavery in the District of Columbia. 

And whereas it is extremely important and desirable that 
the agitation on this subject should be finally arrested, for the 
purpose of restoring tranquillity to the public mind, your com- 
mittee respectfully recommend the adoption of the following 
additional resolution, viz: 

Resolved, That all petitions, memorials, resolutions, propo- 
sitions or papers, relating, in any way, or to any extent what- 
ever, to the subject of slavery, or the abolition of slavery, shall, 
without being either printed or referred, be laid upon the table, 
and that no further action whatever shall be had thereoa. 












